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Current Topics. 


The Public Trustee Bill. 


WE nz glad to call attention to the remarks on the Public 
Trustee Bill, which we report elsewhere, made by the president 
at the recent general meeting of the Law Society. As we have 
already pointed out, the Bill, especially in the form in which it 
has left the Standing Committee, threatens an enormous extension 
of officialism. The committee, if we may be allowed to say so, 
do not seem to have considered at all the general scope of the 
Bill—why any such measure is wanted or what it might 
usefully attempt todo. We take it that there can be no manner 
of doubt that the administration of a trust is essentially 
a private matter from which, except for some specific 
and pressing reason, the State should hold itself entirely aloof. 
Two reasons have been urged for the establishment of a public 
trustee—one, that occasionally the trust funds are not safe in 
the hands of a private trustee, and the other, that there is some- 
times a difficulty in getting private trustees to act. The latter 
point is not of real importance, for when the difficulty exists— 
and this is not often—there is a means y at hand for 
meeting it in the appointment of a judicial trustee. The chief 
argument used in favour of a public trustee is that the introduc- 
tion of such an official will mean safety to the trust funds, 
and this is the one point in which the scheme might be useful. 
Here is a basis for panting the measure by giving it a legiti- 
mate scope of operation, and striking out all that unnecessarily 
interferes with the administration of trusts; and this we take to 
be the purport of Mr. Rawtz’s suggestions. If a public 
trustee is established, his functions should be limited to the safe 
custody of the trust funds, and in this way he might be a use- 
ful adjunct to private trustees. But, save in exceptional cases, 
he should not be sole trustee, and he should leave to the private 
trustees the entire management of the trust estate and the 
exercise of all discretionary powers. 


How the Bill should be Amended, 


Ir woutp follow from any restriction of the functions of the 
public trustee, such as that just suggested, that the fees would have 
to be inconsiderable, and certainly no objection could be taken 
on this score. For holding investments and transmitting income 
only a nominal fee could be charged, and this would at the same 
time relieve the burden on the beneficiaries and check the multi- 
plication of officials. Apart from the general inconveniences 
which may be expected from the Public Trustee Bill, it is not 
difficult to point to — objections to it in its present form. 
Under clause 2 the public trustee may be appointed trustee of any 
trust as if he were a private trustee, and no provision is made 
for the beneficiaries having a voice in the matter. Thus, on any 
retirement of a trustee, the person having a ges of appoint- 
ment under the Trustee Act, 1893, could of his own will throw 
the estate into the public trustee’s office, and after that not a 
step could be taken without expense and trouble. The power 
brpooe ant es ae a ublic trustee 
is specially objectionable, since it places the public trustee in 
the same rank as other entitled to the grant. He should at 
least be postponed to the next-of-kin. The position of co-trustees 
and co-executors also should be y considered. The 
amnoyance of official interference will press upon them 
as well as on the beneficiaries, and this is an additional 
reason for limiting the functions of the public trustee to 
safe custody. Private trustees will not act if they have to con- 
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tinually consult an official. The Bill as originally introduced 
contained clauses which were intended to provide that the public 
trustee should not interfere in the selection of solicitors, 
accountants, and others employed in the affairs of the’ trust, 
but these have been struck out. The result will be, that there 
will not only be a public trustee established, but that all 
professional work to be done in the trust will be transferred to 
the solicitors and others whom he chooses to attach to his office. 
Altogether the Bill represents one of the most objectionable 
attempts hitherto ale to introduce officialism into private 
affairs, and we are glad to know that the Council of the Law 
Society are taking vigorous steps to secure its amendment. In 
its present form it fully deserves Mr. Raw z’s description of it as 
‘*a crude and ill-considered measure.” 


Barristers’ Wigs. 


Mr. Cuoare, in his brilliant and diverting speech at the ban- 
quet to which he was invited by the English Bar, ailuded to the 
fact that forensic wigs are not worn by judges or lawyers in the 
United States. We have read, since this speech was made, a state- 
ment that judges’ wigs have been abolished in British Columbia, 
and should not be surprised to hear that they had passed away in 
every part of the world except Great Britain. Many persons are 
under the impression that the wigs of English judges and barris- 
ters beiong to a remote period of our history. Wigs appear to 
have come into fashion immediately after the Restoration. Mr. 
Samvet Perrys describes how in 1663 his hair was cut off, ‘‘ which 
went a little to my heart to part with it ;” that he bought a peri- 
wig for £3, and that the wigmakers took away Prprys’s own hair 
to make up another of. Wigs flourished till the commence- 
ment of the last century. Members of the learned professions 
have been among the last to abandon them, but bishops and 
physicians wear them no more, and the time may even come when 
they cease to be part of the outfit of the English barrister. If 
they give dignity to the young and inexperienced advocate, it 
must be admitted that they often cause him much trouble and 
inconvenience. To carry a wig box to a county court a hundred 
miles from London, and bring it back in safety on the 
same day, requires much care and attention. And to wear a 
wig day after day, as a fair number of barristers do, can hardly be 
good for the natural hair. We should, however, regard the 
disappearance of barristers’ wigs with some regret, and are 
inclined to share the doubts of the late Mr. Cuartzs Dickens in 
his ‘‘ American Notes” whether America, in her desire to shake 
off the absurdities and abuses of the old system, may not have 
gone too far in the opposite extreme. 


Contraband of War. 


Tue pDiscusston in the House of Lords, on the 13th of April, 
on contraband of war is one of particular interest to the mercan- 
tile communities of neutral States. It appears from the statement 
of the Foreign Secretary that the President of the United States 
has recently inquired whether the Government of this country 
would be prepared to associate itself with the United States 
and with other Powers in a second conference (to complete the 
postponed work of the first Peace Conference), at which, amongst 
others, these subjects might be discussed—the rights and duties 
of neutrals ; the inviolability of private property in naval law; 
the question of the bombardment of ports, towns, and villages, 
the distinction between absolute and conditional contraband of 
war, the inviolability of correspondence, whether private or 
official, of neutrals, and the treatment of refugee ships in 
neutral ports. This invitation has been readily accepted 
by the British Government and by other Powers. ‘The 

oreign Secretary said that it would be impossible to 
describe the subjects which at the proper moment might profit- 
ably be dealt with by the conference, but that it was highly 
_ that the line of demarcation between what is abso- 
ute and conditional contraband, the indication of the cate- 
gories of articles constituting absolute contraband, and the 
circumstances under which foodstuffs and coal and raw material 
can be declared contraband, and the limitation of the right of 
search, ht be considered appropriate for the conference. 
The di ty, as pointed out by the Foreign Secretary, is that 
there is no code of internetional law to which either neutrals or 


the only remedy of a neutral power which thinks itself aggrieved 
by a breach of some rule of international law is to make 
protests and remonstances which are often ineffectual. While, 
therefore, we cordially welcome the proposal of the United 
States, it is too much to hope that it will be able to devise any. 
thing in the nature of a coercive jurisdiction by which nations, 
like private suitors, may be brought under subjection and com- 
pelled to shape their conduct in accordance with fixed rules of 
law. 


Tramway Cars and Motor Omnibuses on the 
Foot Pavement. 

THE GRADUAL increase of tramways in London, and the prospect 
of a large increase in the number of motor omnibuses, may lead 
us to read with interest cases upon the liability of what are 
called “street railways” in the United States of America. In 
Hayden v. The Fair Haven and Westville Railroad Co. (76 Conn, 
Rep. 355), the plaintiff, an adult, while standing on the side-walk 
at a street-corner, was struck and injured in the leg by the running 
board of one of the defendants’ long double-truck cars, which, 
as it slowly rounded the corner, overlapped the side-walk about 
two feet. So far as we have observed, tramway cars and motor 
omnibuses do not in London encroach upon the foot pavement, 
but it is difficult to say what may happen as our traffic increases, 
and we are glad to read any statement of the law which may 
apply to such a change of circumstances. The Supreme Court 
of Errors of the State of Connecticut held that if the running 
board of the car while rounding the corner extended over a part 
of the side-walk, it was the defendants’ duty to use reasonable 
care to prevent injury thereby to any persons standing on the side- 
walk, and that the greater the overlapping the greater the degree 
of care which must be exercised. We should certainly have 
thought that the car by encroaching upon the side-walk was a 
trespasser, and that it was scarcely necessary to inquire whether 
or no care was taken to avoid injury. The court also held that 
a motorman has the right to presume that, upon due warning 
being given of the approach of his car, an adult on the track or 
in a position near the track—whether in the street or on the 
side-walk—where he is likely to be struck, will exercise reasonable 
care and remove from his position of danger, and that the mere 
use by a street railway company of a car which overlaps the 
side-walk at certain corners is not of itself negligence, provided 
such car is of the kind in general and ordinary use by other 
companies engaged in the like business, and is worked in a 
proper and careful manner. The court go on to say that if the 
plaintiff had been standing in the street it would have been his 
duty to exercise a higher degree of care, perhaps, than would 
have been required of him upon the side-walk. We are glad to 
hear it ; but after this decision there seems to be little advantage 
to the pedestrian in leaving the broader carriage-way for the 
foot pavement. 


Trial Here for Act Committed in Paris. 


Ir 1s somewhat surprising, at first sight, to find a man con- 
victed at the Old Bailey of an act committed by him in Paris; 
but if the Court for the Consideration of Crown Cases Reserved 
had not upheld the conviction in the recent case of Mer v. 
Oliphant, a very mischievous class of fraud would have been 
declared beyond the reach of the law. ‘The defendant was 
indicted, under section 1 of the Falsification of Accounts Act, 
1875, for that he, as a clerk or servant, did omit and concur in 
omitting material particulars from a book belonging 
to his employers. His aren were London tailors 
having a branch shop in Paris in charge of the defendant. It 
was his duty to forward every day by post to his employers in 
London slips shewing particulars of all moneys received during 
the day. From these slips the books were made up in London, 
especially one called the Paris cash-book, whigh was kept by 
one of the partners. ‘The defendant was thoroughly acquainted 
with the course of business, and when in London used to go 
through this book and compare the entries with his slips. His 
offence consisted in misappropriating money received by him in 
Paris and omitting to enter the fact of the receipt of such sums 
in the slips. It is obvious, therefore, that there was a question 
of some difficulty wheth er he did (as charged) either omit or concur 
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rson cannot “concur” with another unless their minds are 
in agreement. The points, however, have already been con- 
sidered by the same court in the case of Reg. v. Bott (51 L. T. 
607), where an innocent clerk had written up a book from slips 
supplied by a fraudulent traveller, and the latter was held to have 
been properly convicted under a similar indictment. In that case 
Lord CoLerincs said that the defendant had either falsified the book 
with the innocent hands of the clerk, or he had concurred in the 
innocent hands of the clerk falsifying the book. Except on the 
question of jurisdiction, therefore, the cases were similar. In 
Bott’s case the offence was committed entirely in England. In 
the recent case the false slips were prepared in Paris, and the 
defendant was in Paris during the whole time required to carry 
out his fraud. The court, however, refused to allow that this made 
any difference as regards the correctness of the conviction. It was 
the duty of the defendant to enable the cash-book in London to be 
correctly entered up by his daily information. This information 
had to be given in London, and it made no difference whether it 
was given by telephone, or by letter, or in person. Two of the 
judges had some doubt on the matter because the defendant had 
uo duty in respect to keeping the book, but they did not actually 
dissent from the majority of the court. It is very common for 
hooks to be made up in the way shewn by these cases. It is not 
often necessary, however, to fall back upon the Falsification of 
Accounts Acts in order to convict a dishonest traveller, as he may 
usually be convicted of embezzlement. But in the case of the 
money being misappropriated out of the jurisdiction the Act is 
the only remedy, so this case is of distinct importance. 


Costs of Trustees’ Appearance. 


Tue FULL report in 92 L. T. 66 of the observations of the 
Court of Appeal in Carroll vy. Graham, previously only noted in 
Weekly Notes (1904), p. 199, explains, says a correspondent, an 
embarrassing uncertainty in which the Lords Justices have placed 
both counsel and solicitors. Members of both branches of the 
profession who are engaged in Chancery business perhaps handle 
work under ord. 55, r. 3, more frequently than any other, 
through the multiplicity of questions which arise, ‘‘in the 
events that have happened,” upon the trusts created by settle- 
ments and wills. Trusts involve trustees, and trustees should be 
neutrals; it follows that, at any rate before a court of first 
instance, it is most desirable that trustees should be represented 
by counsel, both to give an impartial statement of facts 
and to assist the court to do no wrong to contending 
or absent parties. This simple truth lies at the bottom 
of the well-known practice by which trustees, at any 
rate, receive as between solicitor and client their costs out 
of the estate or fund upon which the questions have arisen. It 
is be confessed, both on the principle which resides in the truth 
we have enunciated and from recent experience, that, apart from 
the surprise and alarm aroused among legal practitioners, in the 
long run cestuis que trust themselves are likely to be hurt rather 
than protected by te intimation given in Carroll v. Graham, 
that the taxing-masters will inquire into the necessity of trustees 
appearing by counsel. Such an intimation can only result (and 
has resulted) in the non-appearance in court of trustees ‘“ who 
are absolutely neutral.’””’ The implication of this description by 
Lord Justice Vauenan Wrttiams is that they have nothing 
to say. We venture respectfully to suggest that the silence 
of watch-dogs is often proof of the necessity of their presence, 
and it may well be, especially on appeal, that the court 
instinctively, if unconsciously, inclines to dismiss an 
appeal because no counsel is present to be interrogated 
as to the debateable point in question. Quite recently, 
on an appeal from an originating summons, the solicitors, with 
an anxious fear of the taxing-master, shrank from briefing in the 
higher court counsel who appeared for trustees in the court 
below. The appeal thus assumed the appearance of an ex parte 
application. As Lord Justice Romer himself admitted in Carroll 
v. Graham, the allowance of the costs of trustees’ appearance is 
“a settled practice.” Unhappily, their lordships’ remarks, 
whatever their intention, seem to be exercising a most deterrent 
effect. The true rule for the protection of the estate or fund 
surely lies in the moderation of the fee marked on the brief for 
the trustees, and any intimation which is calculated to mean more 
than this is to be regretted. 


Sale of Beer During Prohibited Hours. 


A oasE of some novelty under the Licensing Acts came before 

the Divisional Court last week. By the Licensing Act, 1874, 

section 3, all premises in which intoxicating liquors are sold by 
retail shall be closed (if situate in a town or populous place) on 
Saturday night from eleven o’clock until half an hour after noon 
on the following Sunday; and, by section 9, any person who, 

during the time at which premises for the sale of intoxicating 
liquors are directed to be closed by or in pursuance of this Act, 

sells or exposes for sale in such premises any intoxicating liquor, 
or opens or keeps open such premises for the sale of intoxicating 
liquors is made liable to a penalty not exceeding £10. 
The facts were that the defendant held an alehouse licence, in 
respect of premises in Bury, for the sale of intoxicating liquors 
to be consumed either on or off the premises. Two men who 
were engaged upon work in the neighbourhood went to the 
defendant’s house on Saturday during the time when the premises 
were allowed to be open and one of them asked if he could have 
half a gallon of beer and if it could be sent to them at the ground 
where they were working on Sunday morning. They paid for 
the beer, and directly afterwards, before closing time, half a 
gallon of beer was drawn and put in a bottle belonging to the 
defendant, and was afterwards corked and taken about closing 
time to the brewhouse stable within the curtilage of the licensed 
premises. This bottle was on Sunday morning, a little before 
8 a.m., carried from the defendant’s house by his barman to the 
two men who had ordered it. Upon an information against the 
defendant for opening his premises on Sunday morning at a 
time when they were required to be closed, it was contended that 
neither the beer nor the bottle was specifically appropriated to 
the purchasers, and that the transaction was not completed until 
delivery was made on the Sunday, which was a material part of 
the transaction of sale, so that the premises must be taken to 
have been opened on Sunday morning. The justices found as a 
fact that the beer was set aside and specifically appropriated on 
the Saturday, and that in delivering the beer during prohibited 
hours the defendant had not opened his house for the sale 
of intoxicating liquors within the meaniug of section 9. The 
point was considered by the Divisional Court upon a case 
stated, and their decision was, first, that there was no sufficient 
evidence of the appropriation of the beer on Saturday, and 
secondly (by a majority of the court), that even if there had been 
appropriation, the premises were opened on Sunday for the 
purpose of carrying out a material part of the transaction of 
sale. In the result they held that the defendant was liable. 
The decision of the majority of the court appears to us to be in 
accordance with the intention of the Act. A different decision 
would allow publicans to say that although they opened their 
houses on Suuday they did so solely for the purpose of carrying 
out antecedent contracts, and this would lead to an evasion of 
the law. With regard to the question of appropriation, this is 
always governed by the intention of the parties, and we cannot 
think that the publican had irrevocably bound himself by the 
selection of a particular quantity of beer. 


Increasing the Punishment of a Prisoner After 
Sentence. 

Some comment has been made upon the action of Mr. E. T. 
Arxrnson, the Recorder of Leeds, in altering the sentence which 
he had just passed upon a prisoner. This man, having been 
sentenced to a term of imprisonment, took out a bottle which he 
had managed to secrete in his clothes and hurled it at the 
recorder, who fortunately escaped injury. The recorder there- 
upon altered the term of imprisonment to one of penal servitude. 
There can be no doubt that, inasmuch as the sentence had not 
been recorded, the judge had the same right to increase the 
punishment of the prisoner as he would have had, upon good 
cause shewn, to diminish it. But it has been urged that such an 
increase of punishment is in the nature of an imprisonment for 
contempt; that the person who is attacked acts as judge in his 
own cause, and finally, that other judges have passed over such 
offences and have merely requested the attendants to be a little 
more careful in preventing them. But in the case of ruffians 
like the prisoner who assaulted the recorder, we think there 
would be great danger in allowing them to commit such an 





atrocious act of violence without additional punishment. And 
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this punishment, which is probably awarded in the presence of 
associates of the prisoner, is more likely to serve as a deterrent 
if it follows immediately after the offence. 


Securities to Bearer. 


In tue Bill promoted by the Baker-street and Waterloo 
Railway the promoters seek to obtain power to issue debenture 
stock, the certificates of which shall be transferable by delivery, 
instead of debenture stock registered and transferable under the 
ordinary practice. Upon the merits of the particular application 
we are not entitled, and have not the slightest wish, to express any 
opinion whatever, and we merely refer to the case as an example 
of the constant changes of opinion with regard to the safety and 
convenience of different securities. There can be no doubt that 
there is some little risk in dealing with evcurities to bearer, 
especially when they are placed in the posséssion, or under the 
control, of brokers or agents, for the owner may find at any time 
that they have been misappropriated and have passed into the 
hands of a bond fide holder for value. Having regard to the 
risk, Acts of Parliament relating to stocks and shares have 
generally provided that they shall be registered in the name 
of the proprietors and transferable only by writing under 
seal. It has been found, on the other hand, that there is a 
wider market for securities to bearer, and they are in general 
use upon the Continent and in the United States. It is 
"ag ee to guard against the risk to which they are subjected 

y insurance, and they are practically safe when placed in the 
custody of banks. We think that there are signs that 
Englishmen, like Americans, can appreciate the convenience of 
documents which pass from hand to hand without the delay of 
a transfer in writing. 





The Power of the Court to Reduce 


Damages to a Fixed Sum. 


Tue case of Wait v. Wait (ante, p. 400), recently decided by 
the House of Lords, may be thought at first sight to have intro- 
duced an important change in the practice upon applications for 
new trials on the ground that the damages given by the jury 
were excessive. The Court of Appeal in Belt v. Lawes (12 
Q. B. D. 356) held, in a considered judgment, that on such an 
application the court has power to refuse a new trial if the 
plaintiff alone, without the defendant, consents to the damages 
being reduced to such an amount as if it had been given by the 
jury the court would not have considered excessive. The 
attention of the court had been called to passages in previous 
judgments in which it was said that the judges could not reduce 
the damages without the consent of the parties, but the answer 
was that the power of the court in granting a new trial was 
discretionary, and that it was competent to them to exercise it 
in any way which they thought just. They had power to say 
that if the jury had given a smaller sum than that given the 
court would have considered such damages as not excessive, and 
that the defendant would have had no grievance. Belt v. Lawes 
was decided in 1884, and it was then said by Lord Esuzr and 
Lispizy, LJ., that the power to reduce the damages in the 
manner before stated had been the invariable practice of the 
courts for years. 

In Watt v. Watt the action was for a libel in a letter written 
to the plaintiff's husband. The case was tried before Brucg, J., 
and a verdict was given for the plaintiff with substantial 
damages. Upon application to the Court of Appeal, the court 
ordered a new trial unless the plaintiff should within fourteen 
days from that date consent to the reduction of the damages to a 
stated sum. The defendant appealed to the House of Lords, 
and repeated the arguments which were overruled in Belt v. 
Lawes. The House has now reversed the decision of the Court 
Appeal, and has held that Belt v. Lawes was wrongly decided, 
the court huving no jurisdiction to fix the amount of the damages 
without the consent of both parties. In other words, the 
defendant, if the court think the damages excessive, has a right 
to 4 new trial. 

But we are very much disposed to think that this decision will 


| still in the power of the court, upon application for a new trial on 
the ground that the damages are excessive, to exercise a gentle 
pressure upon the defendant in order to induce him to accept 
| the sum which the court think reasonable and which the plaintiff 
is willing to pay. Many years before the provisions for com- 
pulsory reference to arbitration in the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1854, it was the practice for judges at nisi prius to bring 
about references by the exercise of their influence upon the 
unwilling party. And we should not be surprised to find that 
they will be able to procure the reduction of damages in a 
similar manner without making any attempt to encroach upon 
the constitutional right of the jury to assess what is due to the 
plaintiff. 








Discontinuaice of Patent Actions. 


Tux application of Order 26, as to discontinuance, in the case of 
patent actions has recently come under the consideration of the 
Court in two cases to which we propose to draw attention. The 
first was the Haskell Golf Ball Co. v. Hutchison (22 R. P.O. 
205), which came before WarrineTon, J., on the hearing of two 
motions. The company brought an action against the defendants 
for the infringement of a patent, complaining of the sale 
of certain golf balls called ‘“‘ Springvale Kagle” and ‘‘ Spring- 
vale Hawk.” Afver the action had been set down for trial, the 
defendants applied for leave to amend their Particulars of 
Objections, and leave was given by an Order of the 12th of 
December, 1904, which was in the usual form, giving the 
plaintiffs fourteen days within which to elect to discontinue the 
action, and if they so elected, the defendants were to have 
their costs up to the date of the delivery of their Particulars of 
Objections, and the plaintiffs their costs subsequent to that date. 
The plaintiffs did discontinue the action, and immediately after- 
wards commenced a fresh action for infringement of the same 
patent against the same defendants, complaining of the sale of 
golf balls called ‘‘ Springvale Eagle” and “Springvale Hawk,” 
and also of golf balls called “ Springvale Kite.” The defendants 
then moved in the second action for a stay of all further pro- 
ceedings so far as they related to golf balls of the same material 
and construction as those on which the first action was com- 
menced, on the ground that the result of the course that the 
plaintiffs had pursued would be that they would get a certain 
and not inconsiderable portion of the costs of the first action 
which had been discontinued, and that the second action was 
frivolous and vexatious. The learned judge refused the motion 
with costs. He said that there was no distinction between the 
present case and any other case where a man, having obtained 
leave to discontinue, made use of that leave, and afterwards com- 
menced a fresh action—a thing which the Order under considera- 
tion contemplated. The other motion, which was made in the 
original action, was to vary the order of the 12th of December by 
inserting words to protect the defendants against a second action 
in respect of the same kind of golf balls as those complained of 
in the first action, but this motion was also refused with costs, 
on the ground that it asked for a substantial alteration of the 
Order, which, if it could be done at all, could only be done by 
the Court of Appeal. Of course, the defendants might have 
asked for a condition of the kind to be inserted in the Order 
when it was originally pronounced, and if they had so asked, it 
is not improbable that they would have succeeded. 

The other case is that of the Consolidated Pneumatic Tool Co. 
v. Churchill (22 R. P. OC. 209), which came before Bucktey, J., 
a few days after the above-mentioned case. The facts were of 
the same character. The plaintiffs had brought an action for 
infringement of a patent, and the defendants, after delivery of 
their particulars of objections, had applied to amend them, and 
a similar Order was made to that made in the Auaskell action. 
The plaintiffs then gave notice to discontinue, and three days 
afterwards commenced a fresh action for infringement of the 
same patent against the same defendants. ‘The course which 


these defendants took was to give notice of a motion that all 
further proceedings under the Order made in the first action, 
so far as they related to costs of that action, might be ordered to 
stand over until after the trial of the second action ; or, in the 
alternative, that all further proceedings in the second action 





make little change in the furmer practice of the courts. It is 


should be stayed. It appeared that the result of the Order 
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would be that the defendants would have to pay £250 costs to 
the plaintiffs. The defendants’ contention was that this would 
be unjust, because they would be paying the plaintiffs the costs 
of investigating their amended Particulars of Objections, and 
that as they intended to rely upon the same Particulars in the 
second action, these were costs which, if they were successful 
in the second action, they really ought to recover from the 
plaintiffs. The plaintiffs said that they discontinued the first 
action because they found that their Particulars of Breaches 
were wrong, and that they commenced a second action with 
fresh Particulars of Breaches bond fide, and not in order to escape 
paying the costs incurred in investigating the amended Particulars 
of Objection. Bucxtzy, J., in giving judgment, said that, 
supposing the defendants won the second action, he did not 
think that they could get, as the costs of that action, the 
costs of the investigations made in the first action, and that 
the learned judge considered would be very unfair. He 
said that all he was asked to do was to say that until the 
second action came on, when it might possibly be found 
out whether the plaintiffs or the defendants were right as 
to the reasons for the discontinuance of the first action, he 
should stay the proceedings under the Order, and this he did. 
He pointed out that it was of course impossible for him to 
interfere with the Order under consideration, and that that could 
only be done by the Court of Appeal. He further intimated 
that if the Order was capable of being used in the manner of 
which the defendants complained—without saying that it had 
been so used—then that the form of the Order should be recon- 
sidered. But that, of course, as he had previously pointed out, 
could only be done by the Court of Appeal. 

Should the matter come before the Court of Appeal, it will be 
interesting to see—it certainly is not obvious—how that court 
will deal with it. 








A Legal Steeplechase. 


FAVOURED with delightful weather, the eleventh annual Bar Point- 
to-Point Steeplechase Meeting was held on Saturday, the 15th of 
April, at North Weald, Epping, under the management of the 
Pegasus Club. 

The Pegasus Club was founded in 1895 for the purpose of 
promoting annually a point-to-point steeplech»se fixture for com- 
petition amongst members of the bar, and has since that date 
provided a capital day’s sport every year. Saturday’s fixture 
was no exception to the now established rule, all the arrangements 
having been perfectly carried out by Mr. A. T. BuckKNILL, the 
honorary secretary, and the other officials of the club. A large and 
distinguished crowd, tempted by the weather and the prospect of 
sport, assembled to witness the racing. The Ierd Chancellor for the 
nonce exchanged the dignity of the wool-sack for the inhospitable 
accommodation of a hard bench on the primitive judge’s stand, 
which, according to precedent, consisted of a hay waggon. Doffing 
their ermine and adopting disguises varying as to their sporting 
nature, only in degree, several of bis Majesty’s judges attended the 
proceedings, among the number being the President of the Probate, 
Divorce, and Admiralty Division, Mr. Justice GRANTHAM, Mr. Justice 
LAWRENCE, Mr. Justice CHANNELL, Mr. Justice BUOKNILI, and Mr. 
Justice WALTON. His Majesty’s Government was represented by the 
Secretary of State for War, the Right Hon. H. O. ARNOLD-ForsTER. 

On this occasion even the Lord Chancellor was compelled to give 
precedence, in point of importance, to Mr. Justice GRANTHAM, who 
—— the judge’s chair. Mr. Justice BuCKNILL, who undertook 
the duties of starter, ranked next in order of importance. 

As to the racing itself, this was not, perhaps, of quite so high an 
order as usual, the entries for the three legal events being small; the 
course, also, was undoubtedly short, and, in the opinion of many, did 
not have sufficient ‘‘ lepping ”’ in it. 

The finishes, too, though in one instance fairly close, were not very 
exciting, and the learned judge was able in every case to announce 
the result of the trial without reserving judgment. A satisfactory 
feature of the day was the absence of appeal, and though in each event 
the judgment delivered was a final judgment, the time for giving 
uotice of appeal has now expired. 

The first event on the card was the Bar Heavy Weight Race. For 
this race five members of the junior bar took silk—or rather 
s‘arlet —and faced the starter. The front row was repre- 
sented by Mr. J. G. Buronzr, K.C., who rode his own horse 
Shamrock. On this occasion Mr. BurcHER was compelled to 
relinquish his position of ‘‘leader,” and the title of leader of the 
circuit might aptly have been conferred on Mr. H, G. FARRANT 

7 ’ 


who, riding his own horse Alcester, assumed command at an early 
stage, and, leading the whole way round, won very easily. 
The second race was the Bar Light Weight Race, for which only 
four starters went to the post. This race being primarily for practising 
barristers, some doubts were expressed as to whether Mr. B. B. 
SUPWELL, the rider of Longneck, was “in practice.” It soon became 
evident, however, that it was Longneck, and not his rider, who was out 
of practice, for, after bungling two or three fences, he fell at the open 
ditch. Mr. Ratpu Bury on Pigeon assumed a long lead in the early 
stages of the race, but, nearing home, The Abbess, well handled, over- 
hauled him, and, there being no doctrine against double portions, this 
event also went to Mr. H, G. FARRANT. 
In the third race, the Inns of Court Open Race, there were five 
starters. Shamrock again came to the post. This horse, by the way, 
was the only one during the day who had the assistance of more than 
one counsel, his case on the second occasion, being in the hands of his 
junior counsel, Mr. R. R. REEVE. In spite of the preponderance of 
his legal assistance, however, the merits of his case were not sufficient 
to enable him to gain the judge’s verdict. He had been last in the 
Heavy Weight Race, and he easily filled the same position in the 
Open Race. After a good race, the event was won by Mr. C. B. 
Wy pE's Jessica, ridden by the owner. 

The p ings terminated with a race for laymen, being for 
local far~ers and subscribers to the Essex Hunt. The race was won 
by Mr. W. 8. DuckettT’s Jack Pot. 








Reviews. 


Local Government Law. 


LocaL GOVERNMENT LAW AND LEGISLATION FOR 1904, CONTAINING 
THE STATUTES OF THE SESSION ANNOTATED AND EXPLAINED ; 
DIGEST OF ALL CASES DECIDED IN THE CouRTS DURING THE YEAR 
ENDED THE 31ST OF SEPTEMBER, 1904; AND THE CIRCULARS, 
ORDERS, AND OTHER OFFICIAL INFORMATION RELATING TO THE 
JURISDISTION OF LocAL AUTHORITIES IssUED DURING THE SAME 
Periop. Arranged and Edited by W. H. Dumspay, Barrister- 
at-Law. Hadden, Best, & Co. 


Tris book is intended to be the first of a series of annual hand- 
books, to be issued at the end of each year, containing in a con- 
venient form an account of the legislation and decisions of the year so 
far as they affect local authorities. Part I. contains the Acts of 
Parliament of 1904 coming under this description, the text of the 
Acts being accompanied by short notes and references. Part II. is a 
digest of all the reported cases decided in the superior courts during 
the year which can be said to concern local authorities. They are 
arranged in alphabetical order under headings referring to their 
subjects, as, for instance, Bye-laws, Education, Highways, Poor 
Law, Rates and Rating, Sewers and Drains, &. Part III. 
consists of a large number of miscellaneous orders, regulations, 
and circulars issued during the year by the Local Government Board, 
the Home Secretary, the Board of Education, &c. Part IV. gives a 
short statement of the effect of Bills introduced into Parliament last 
year which would have affected local authorities, but which failed to 
become law. The work seems to be compiled with considerable skill 
and much care, and ought to be very useful to members and officers 
of local authorities. These gentlemen often want the law which 
concerns them, and that alone, in a convenient form. Here they have 
it, and probably a useful future awaits this new series of annual hand- 


books. 





Books of the Week. 


A Treatise on the Law Relating to the Carriage of Goods by Sea. 
By Tuomas Gripert CarvER, M.A., K.C. Fourth Edition. Stevens 
& Sons (Limited). 

Ancient Law, its Connection with the Early History of Society and 
its Relation to Modern Ideas. By Sir Henry SUMNER Marne, 
K.C.8.1., LL.D., F.R.S., Foreign Associate Member of the Institure 
of France. Cheap Edition. John Murray. 

An Analysis of the Fourteenth Edition of Snell’s Principles of 
Equity, with Notes Thereon. By E. E BLYTH, B.A., LL.D. (Lond.), 
Solicitor. Eighth Edition. Stevens & Haynes. 

The English Reports. Vol. L.: Rolls Court IIL. containing 
Beavan, Vols. 8 to 12 William Green & Sons, Edinburgh ; Stevens 
& Sons (Limited) 

The Law Quarterly Review. Edited by Sir FREDERICK PoLLocK, 
Bart., D.C.L., LL.D. April, 1905. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 





A rumour is current in the Temple, says the @lode, that the Lord Chief 





Justice will be invited to succeed Lord St. Helier as Judge Advocate- 
General. 
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Correspondence. 


Mr. Davidson’s Precedents. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—Referring to the interesting article on the late Mr. T. C. 
Wright, at p. 412, there is not any mention made of his latest edition 
(sth) of volume 1 of the above precedents. The writer of the article 
appears to treat the work as at an end. Is it too late to hope that 
the decision against a new edition may not be final ? 

There is no collection of more recent date which carries the same 
weight, and there are at least two good reasons in favour of a new 
edition: (1) The more recent works bring together forms prepared 
by different draftsmen, and although sufficient from the business point 
of view, they have not the accuracy and neatness of expression 
possessed by Mr. Davidson’s forms, and no attempt is made, in some 
cases, to secure uniformity of expression; (2) the newer works are 
edited at such short intervals, and so much re-arrangement takes 
place on each revision, that one fails to feel at home with any edition ; 
with a work like Mr. Davidson’s, not revised except at an interval of 
some ten years, the case is different; it becomes familiar, and one 
knows exactly where to find whatis required. Notes, too, of modern 
cases can be added and kept together; whereas with a book re-issued 
every two or three years one’s notes are scattered through the 
different editions. The newer, and smaller, works are exceedingly 
useful, and would still be required, but there is room for a standard 
collection into which no form should be admitted unless it is the best of 
its kind, and which could be used fer noting up all alterations in 
law. 

To prevent question of marring Mr. Davidson’s work, a new 
edition might be brought out under another name; the forms would 
remain, but many additional forms would be required to meet 
modern needs, and the whole could, to advantage, be differently 
arranged. B. 

April 17. 





Telephone Wayleaves. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—A very important question arises with regard to many of the 
numerous wayleaves which the National Telephone Co. have acquired, 
or are in course of acquiring, all over the kingdom. The compavy 
prefer to erect their posts and wires without first obtaining permis- 
sion, and (not unnaturally) without paying any consideration therefor, 
and it is to be feared that in many cases time is now running in 
favour of the company, and consequently, after a lapse of twenty 
years, they would acquire easements over private property in respect 
of their posts and wires. 

It certainly seems to me that it is the duty of solicitors to prevent 
easements being thus acquired, and it seems especially desirable to be 
watchful in cases where posts or wires are, or may be. erected in 
places where they are not conspicuous owing to the position of the 
property, and also in the case of properties which may be unoccupied. 
Trees are a favourite hiding-place. 

It might seriously affect the value of property if it should happen, 
as it probably would, that, on giving the company notice to remove 
their posts and wires, they should reply that they cannot be com- 
pelled to do so as they had been allowed to acquire an easement 
therein. These wayleaves are much more valuable to the company 
than is generally supposed. ‘* CAVEAT.” 

April 13. 





Payments to Local Authorities. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The soundness of the suggestion in the last lines of your 
article under the above heading—viz., that payment can only be 
safely wade to the treasurer himself—is borne out by the practice of 
the Public Works Loan Commissioners, who require a written 
direction, sealed by the local authority, for payment of any advance 
direct to the treasurer. WILLIAM CARPENTER. 

5, Laurence Pountney-lane, Cannon-street, E.C., April 12. 








We understand, says the Parliamentary correspondent of the Times, 
that the object of the County Courts Bill, introduced by the Attorney- 
General in the House of Commons, is to provide for an increase of salary 
(to £1,800) to a certain number of judges (not more than twenty) in whose 
courts there is most work, to provide pensions for those who have served 
twenty years, and to deal with a variety of matters of detail as to practice. 
The Lunacy Bill, also presented by Sir R. Finlay, would increase the 
number of Commissioners and facilitate the treatment of lunacy in its 


Cases of the Week. 


High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
SQUIRE v. MIDLAND LACE CO. Div. Court. 12th and 18th April, 


Master anpD Sebvant—‘‘ Lace Curprers’’—WacGes Parp ror Pirce- 
work Donz at Home—Depuctions rrom WacGers 1r Lace Was 
DamaGeD IN THE Cirppinc—‘* Workman”’—Truck Acr, 1896, s. 2, 
SUB-SECTION 1—EmpLorers AND WorkKMEN Act, 1875, s. 10. 


This was an appeal on a case stated by two of the justices of Nottingham 
against the dismissal of a summons against the respondents for an alleged 
unlawful deduction from the sum contracted to be paid by the respondents 
to a workwoman, Mrs. A. L. Flinders, contrary to the provisions of the 
Truck Act, 1896, s. 2, sub-section 1, and against their dismissal of a like 
summous in the case of another workwoman, Mrs. Amy Lamb. ‘The 
justices were of opinion that neither Mrs. Flindersin the one case nor Mrs. 
Lumb ia the other case was a Workwoman, as that term was defined in the 
Employers and Workmen Act, 1875, within the meaning of the Truck 
Acts, and on that ground dismissed both the summonses. The case was 
rgueda on the 12th of April before Lord Alverstone, C J., and Kennedy 
and Ridley, JJ., and judgment was reserved. 

April 18.—Kenyepy, J., read the considered judgment of the court, in 
the course of which he said they were unable to difter trom the view taken 
by the justices. The definition of workman (which included a work- 
woman) was contained in section 10 of the Employers and Workmen Act, 
1875, and included any person not being a domestic or a menial servant 
who being engaged in labour had entered into or worked under a contract 
with an employer, the contract being a contract of service or a contract 
personally to execute any work or labour. The workwomen in the present 
case were what were known as ‘‘clippers’’ in the lace trade at Nottingham. 
Mrs. Flinders never worked at the respondents’ factory. She applied for 
and obtained work as a ‘‘ clipper’ and did the clipping herself at home. 
Mrs. Lamb was regularly employed in the respondents’ factory during the 
day and occasionally took home clipping work which she knew was not 
considered part of her work at the factory. Her daughter helped her with 
the clipping at home. In neither case were the respondents aware of the 
person or persons who actually did the work. It was further stated by 
counsel that the clipping work was entered in the wages book and the 
women were paid weekly, subject to deductions from their pay for 
damaged work. Upon this state of facts the court felt themselves 
precluded by authority from giving an interpretation of section 10 
of the Act of 1875 so as to include these two persons as workmen 
entitled to the protection of the ‘Iruck Acts. The basis of the decision of 
the Exchequer Chamber in the leading case of Ingram v. Barnes (7 E. & b. 
132), affirming the judgment of the majority of the Court of Queen’s Bench 
(ided., p. 115) unquestionably was that to be a ‘‘ workman ”’ or “‘ artificer ”’ 
within the protection of the ‘lruck Acts, the person who contracted to do 
work for an employer must be a person absolutely bound by the terms ot 
the contract to work with his own hands in the performance of it. The 
fuct that he might work or would probably work with his own hands in 
the performance of the contract was iusuftlicient to bring the person within 
the scope of the Truck Acts. Here neither of the persons were bound by 
the terms of the contract with the employer to do any part of the work 
personally, and thus did not come within the principle laid down in Ingram 
v. Barnes (supra). ‘Ihese women lace-clippers, although they did sometimes 
employ assistants, were evidently of the wage-earning manual labourers’ 
class, and not ‘‘ contractors’’ in the popular sense, or persons who specu- 
lated on the state of the labour market. The court hoped that some 
amendment of the law might be made so as to extend the protection of 
the Truck Acts to workpeople practically undistinguishable from those 
already within its provisions. As the law now stood, however, these lace- 
clippers were not within that class of workwomen entitled to the benefit of 
the Sruck Acts, and the appeal must be dismissed. —Counsgx, G. 8. Robertson ; 
Stangers, K.U., and Tensley Lindley. Soxiciroxs, The Treasury Solicitor ; 
Hind § Robinson, tor Wells § Hind, Nottingham. 

{Reported by Erskine Reip, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


SMITH v. SAVAGE. Div. Court. 12th April. 


ADULTERATION—ANALYSIS—-Divipine ArricLte Into Ture Parts—Sare 
or Foun Penny Packers—Conrents or Packets Heaprep ToorTHer 
AND TueN Divipep—Sae or Foop anp Drvues Act, 1875, ss, 6, 14. 

‘This was an appeal by an inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, from 
the decision of the Marlborough justices, who had dismissed an informa- 
tion against the respondent charging him with having sold to the appellant 
to his prejudice as the purchaser thereof four penny packets of cream of 
tartar which were not ot the nature, substance, and quality of the article 
demanded, contrary to section 6 of the Food and Drugs Act, 1875. ‘Lhe 
inspector visited the respondent's shop on the 9th of August, 1904, and 
asked for cream of tartar. ‘The respondent produced £ box containing 
small penny packets labelled ‘‘ Finest Cream of Tartar’”’ and the 
inspector purchased four. He then emptied the contents of the four 
packets into one place and divided the heap into three parts, and sealed 
them up. Une of these three packets was sent to the county analyst, another 
was handed to the respondent, aud the third was retained and produced to 
the justices by the appellant. The result of the analysis shewed that the 
cream of tartar contained lead in the proportion of } grain per lb. ‘The 
respondent was then summoned. At the hearing the respondent's 
solicitor took the objection that the appellant had made four s+parate 





earliest stages, when it is susceptible of cure, without the formalities at 
present required for detention. 


purchases, each packet bemg an article, and that the appellant did not, by 
inixing together the contents of the four packages and dividing the 


















































































































THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. [Vol. 49.1 431 


substance so mixed into three parts, comply with section 14, and in support | the difference had been mutually agreed between the parties. 
of his argument he cited Mason v. Cowdary (1900, 2 Q. B. 419). In that | of July, 1904, the appellants delivered at Broad-street station three cases 
six bottles of camphorated oil were bought. There wasno division of | of goods described as hardware, and so described in the consignment notes 
the contents of any one bottle, but two bottles were sent to the analyst, | duly delivered to the respondents. These goods had been, pricr to the 
two given back to the seller and two retained by the inspector. Darling, Ith of July, sent to the Great Northern Railway, and that company 
J., who tried the case, held that as the oil might be of quite different | refused them on the ground that they were misdescribed, when they were 
quality in the different botiles, there was not by such a division of the | immediately s-nt the respondents with the above misdescription on the 
CE article purchased a compliance with the statute. The justices upheld the consignment. The rate for the carriage of hardware is lower than the rates 

but at the instance of the | the respondents are entitled to charge for the carriage of leather goods, 


April 22 1905. 














yas objection and dismissed the information, 
2, inspector stated this special case. brushes, and toys respectively. The three cases were conveyed to Bir- 
Lord Axverstone, C.J., said he thought the appeal must be allowed, | mingham, and it was there discovered by the respondents that the three 
eather goods, 


_ It seemed to him | cases which had been consigned as hardware contained 1 


and the case remitted to the justices to be dealt with 
brushes, and toys respectively. It was contended on behalf of the appel- 








me that there had been only one purchase ; and that the fact that the article 
nts asked for in this case was kept by the seller in packets for the con- | lants before the magistrate that under sections 98 and 99 of the Railway 
the venience of measurement, the contents of which had been mixed together | Clauses Act, 1845, the appellants were not under any liability unless the 
ike and divided, did not prevent the division of the article purchased being a railway company first, in accordance with the said sections, 
‘he compliance within the provisions of section 14 ofthe Act. The present | made a demand upon the consignor for an account of his goods, 
rs, case differed from Mason v. Cowdary, it must therefore go back to the | and that the company had made no such demand in the present case. 
he justices to proceed in the matter. On behalf of the respondents it was contended that no such demand was 
ck Kennepy and Rivuey, JJ., concurred.—CovunsrL, Holman Gregory ; | necessary, and that even if a demand was necessary, the fact that the 
ran Bonsey. So.icrTors, Harry Bevis, Wootton Bassett; Neve, Beck, ¢ Kirby. goods would not have been received by the respondents unless a consign- 
dy [Reported by Ersxixe Reto, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ] ment note containing the n iculars had been handed to them 
ap : constituted a sufficient demand within the meaning of the section. By 
in POYNTING v. FAULKNER. Phillimore, J. 12th April. section 98 of the Railway Clauses Act, 1845, it is provided that ‘‘ Every 
en Revexvs—Income Tax—Prorit Accrutne From VocaTron—INcoME Tax | Person being the ownerof goods . . .- passing or being on the railway 
™ ars, 1842 (5 & 6 Vier. c. 35), 8. 146; 1853 (16 & 17 Vier. ¢. 34), 8. 2, | Shall, on demand, give to the collector of tolls at the places where he 
t, Scuepute D. — 3 the ag “ — yon goods or ape tee | tolls for the part 
nt This was a case stated by the Income Tax Commissioners, and raised the aa pect ect, Bs A writing signed by him of be be ae adn of 
ct question whether the appellant Poynting, @ Unitarian minister, was liable | such goods conveyed by such carriage » &B piers if an 
* th be assessed to income tax in respect of a grant to him of £50 froma fund | owner give (inter alia) @ false account of such goods he is liable to a ‘analty 
m4 known as the Ministers’ Stipend Augmentation Fund, as being an annual | of £10 in respect of each ton of goods. On the hearing of the appeal the 
° profit or gain arising OF *°ahedule  D., from ‘his profession, 8, © | appellants, fn to in section points taken below, releed Ve coalidation Act 
she The case stated that the appellant was the minister of Platt Chapel, in did poe Sodan cherges for oman ami in he coma —— 
as Mavchester,and the Ministers’ Sti nd Augmentation Fund was constituted | carriages d 
ot by a deed under which it was declared (inter alia) : (1) That thefundshould| Tnx Cover (Lord Arverstoxe, C.J., and Kenxepr end River, JJ.) 
h be vested in trustees and managed by a committee of management ; (2) that | dismissed the appeal being of opinion that no demand was neces : 
; the permanent ~ e oo = was to a i i ~ faithful ministers of | under the circumstances of the case, and that the word ‘‘ tolls "in ie 
Sagres nina ely tming Oo BOON TS | eset Dato By aa aoe cower 
. or towards the augmentation of stipends of ministers of such | Grain Souicrrors, Goldberg Barrett, ¢ Newall; C. de J. Andrewes 
+ congregations as the committee might from time to time select. BO Png baer arate i 
0 No grant was to be made except for the current year, and the committee [Reported by Auax Hoos, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.| 
n had power to make bye-laws, one of which provided that all applications 
it should be in writing, and that the committee did not preclude themselves 
t from making unsolicited grants. In making grants the committee took 
h into consideration the age and length of service of the recipient, and their N eCWw Orders &c. 
practice was to augment the grant in the case of a University graduate. ¢ i 
ps A grant ceased with the death or resignation of the recipient, and any High Court of Justice 
t portion unpaid at that time was not paid at all. In a letter set / 
° out in the case the founders of the fund stated that they had Easter Vacation, 1905. 
i been painfully impressed by “the miserable pittances given under the Noricr. ? 
é pame of salary to the great majority of the ministers in their body. On , cette ss a aie ile ; 
y behalf of the appellant it was contended that the grant was personal to There will be no sitting In the court during the Easter Vacation. 
é the appellant and did not accrue by reason of the employment. Counsel | _ During the Easter Vacation, all applications “‘ which may require to be 
n sited Herbert v. M°Quade (1902, 2 K. B. 631), Turney_v. Cezon (22 Q. B. D | immediately or promptly heard,” are to be made to the Honourable Mr. 
Justice Bigham. nade 
pri 


2 150), Inland Revenue V. Strong. (1 Tax, Cas. 257). On behalf of the ; . r 
: Inland Revenue it was contended that as the object of the fund was to Mr. Justice Bigham will act as Vacation Judge from Thursday, 
; augment stipends this grant accrued by reason ofthe vocation. 20th, to Monday, May Ist, both days inclusive. | 
4 Purtimorr, J., allowed the appeal, being of opinion that as the His lordship will sit in King’s Bench Judges’ Chambers on Thursday, 
material reasons for making the grant were personal to the the minister — April 27th. On other days within the above period, applications in 
j viz., age, service, and lack of means, it fell within the principle of Zw ner urgent matters may be made to his lordship by post or, if necessary, 
vy. Cuxson,— CouNsEL, Danckwerts, K.C., and Austen-Cartmell ; Sir R. B. personally. ‘ > ¥ 

Soricrrors, Field, Emery, Roscoe, § Co., for In the case of applications to the judge by post the brief of counsel 

should be sent addressed to the judge by book-post or parcel, repaid, 


Finlay, A.G., and Rowlatt. 
j Thorneley §& Cameron, Liverpool ; Solicitor to the Inland Revenue. p reps 
. i accompanied by office copies of the affidavits in support of the application, 
[Reported by Avan Hooa, Bet Rensisenet Law.) and also by a minute, on a separate sheet of paper, signed by counsel, of 
titled to, and also an envelope 


MOERING AND KRIEGER v. THE LONDON AND NORTH-WESTERN | the order he may consider the applicant en 
RAILWAY. Div. Court. 7th April. capable of receiving the papers. addressed as follows ; ‘* Chancery Official 
Letter: To the Registrar in Vacation, Chancery Registrars’ Chambers, 


Goops—MIsDEscRIPTION OF Goops—Rat.way i " 
“rage Royal Courts of Justice, London, W.C. 
(8 Vicr. c. 20), 6. 88 ap - On applications for injunctions, in addition to the above, a copy of the 
a certificate of writ issued, must also be sent. 

rs sent to the judge will be returned to the registrar. 
acation Judge can be obtained on application at the 
bers, Room 136, Royal Courts of J ustice. 


RarLways—CaRRIAGE OF 
Oxavses Act, 1845 
This was a special case stated by Mr. A. R. Cluer, one of the Metro- | writ, an 
politan police magistrates, and raised an important point under the The pa 
| Railway Clauses Act. It appeared from the special case that the The address of the V 
appellants, Moering and Kreiger, were charged on informations at the | Chancery Registrars’ Cham 
police-court with having on the 7th of July, 1904, at Broad-street Station, 
given to the collector of the tolls for the London and North-Western 
Railway Co., the respondents, & false account of leather goods, brushes, 
and toys in the care of the company, with intent to avoid payment of the 
tolls in respect of such goods. ‘The magistrate convicted the appellants | ham on Thursday in 1 
and fined them £10 in respect of each information. The following facts | the bench, presided, and a nunber of other justices attended. Mr. J. 
were proved at the hearing of the information : That the appellants had | Courtenay Lord, who, as chairman of visiting justices, has interested him- 
for many years carried on business as carriers and as agents for importers | self in the matter, said the magistrates had been very anxious to decide 
of goods from the continent, and had for many years sent goods for con- | upon some system by which juvenile offenders up to sixteen years of age 
veyance by the respondents. The practice of the parties in these | could be tried without being exposed to the miseries of a criminal court. 
transactions is that consignment notes, containing (inter alia) the | They had decided to hold a court each Thursday. The istrates are 
description of the goods sent, are made out by the appellants and | desirous that as far as possible the court should be correctio more than 
delivered to the respondents’ servants, and unless such consign- | penal. They believed that a very great deal more could be done by gentle 
ment notes are duly filled up the respondents decline to receive the | correction than by the imposition of fines or other punishment. They 
was well known to the appellants | wanted, not to stem the stream of criminality, but to cheek % at the 
of a veni 


goods sent; and this fact 
The respondents had on many occasions complained of similar mis- | spring. ‘There were twenty-five cases befere the court, 


descriptions, and the appellants had on demand paid a higher rate, and ! character. 








A Juvenile Offenders’ Court was, says the Times, instituted at Birming- 
ast week. Mr. A. M. Chance, deputy-chairman of 
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Law Societies. 


The Law Society. 
GENERAL MEETING. 


The usual April general meeting of the Law Society was held on 
Friday, the 14th imst.. at the Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, the Presi- 
dent, Mr. THomas Raw te (London), taking the chair. The members of 
the Council present were the Vice-President, Mr. William Francis 
Fladgate, Mr. Henry Attlee, Mr. Charles Mylne Barker, Mr, James 
Samuel Beale, Mr. Thomas William Bischoff, Mr, Edmund Kell Blyth, 
Mr. Ebenezer John Bristow, Mr. William Edward Foster (Aldershot), 
Mr. William Edward Gillett, Mr. Henry Edward Gribble, Sir John Gray 
Hill (Liverpool), Mr. Henry James Johnson, Mr. Stephen Henham hing 
Mr. William Georze King, Mr. Harry Wilmot Lee, Mr. Henry Manisty, Mr. 
Richard Pennington, Sir A. K. Rollit, B.A., LL.D., D.C.L., M.P., 
Mr. Charles Leopold Samson, Mr. Richard Stephens Taylor, Mr. Walter 
Trower, Mr. William Melmoth Walters, Mr. William Howard Winter- 
botham, Mr. Philip Witham, and Mr. Charles Elton Longmore (Hert- 
ford), extraordinary member. 

PRIZES. 


The PRESIDENT distributed the prizes which had been awarded to the 
successful candidates at the January examination of the society. In 
handing to Mr. Edward Hugh Norris Wilde the Clifford’s Inn prize, he 
directed his attention to the fact that the portrait of his ancestor, 
Baron Truro, adorned the room in which the meeting was held. 
He was also a solicitor, and he (the President) expressed the hope that 
Mr. Wilde would tread worthily in his footsteps. [The portrait in ques- 
tion is a full length life-sized seated figure, and bears the following 
inscription: ‘‘Thomas Wilde, Baron Truro, Admitted Attorney 1805. 
Called to the Bar 1817. Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas 1846. 
Lord Chancellor 1850.’’] Mr. William Charles Hill also received the New 
Inn prize. 


PRESIDENT’s OPENING REMARKS.—THE INTERNATIONAL LECTURESHIP. 


The PrestpEnt said he should like to mention one or two matters 
which he thought were of some professional interest. First of all, it was 
rather a sad matter fo which he wanted to refer. This was the loss of one 
of their members, of one of the most prominent and eminent members of 
the profession. He meant the late Mr. John Morris. They all, he 
thought, knew him; many had known him for very many years. He 
passed away, as they knew, at the advanced age of eighty-two years, and 
with this remarkable incident, that he passed away in harness. He was 
in actual business up to the very end of his eighty-second year. He was 
sure they would all concur in the expression of sympathy and condolence 
which the Council had made to the widow and the family. It would be 
interesting to them all to know, now that he was gone and there was no 
longer any reason for withholding the name of the anonymous donor and 
benefactor to this society, that he instituted the international lecture- 
ship and studentship, which had been of such great advantage to them. 


AUDIENCE IN LICENSING MATTERS. 


_ He would pass away from that to another matter. He had mentioned 
it at the last general meeting, namely, that the efforts of the society had 
been attended with very great success in the direction of securing for the 
solicitor branch of the profession audience before the committees of the 
courts of quarter sessions who would have to deal with licensing matters. 
The Council felt that they owed a great debt of gratitude to the efforts of 
the chairman of the committee which had had the subject in hand. He 
did not know whether he was present. He hoped not, because he should 
hesitate to say anything if he were; but at all events the meeting would 
allow him to say that the Council had derived the greatest assistance 
from Mr. Ellett in this matter. He had given the greatest personal 
attention, with close perseverance and extraordinary success to it, the 
result being that they had secured for the solicitor branch of the profes- 
sion the right of audience in no less than forty counties, where the 
solicitors had full audience. In five others the audience was only limited 
in certain small matters, but the principle was conceded. And they had 
also obtained the right of full audience in forty-two boroughs. That, in 
the face of the opposition with which the Council had had to contend, 
he thought they would agree, was most satisfactory. He did not know 
whether the meeting would like him to mention the names of the delin- 
quents, that was, the names of the counties who had not given them that 
which they considered they were fairly and properly entitled to, namely, 
the right of audience. London was the worst; Middlesex was bad. Of 
course, that to a great extent was to be attributed to the influence of the 
bar, and of course there was some reason in it, for it might be said there 
were so many solicitors in London and Middlesex who did licensing business 
inthat way. But even then they onght not to have excluded the solicitors 
from doing that sort of work which hitherto they had been able to do. 
Cheshire was an offender, and East Sussex, and then there were three 
Welsh counties which had not treated them very well—they were Car- 
marthen, Flint. and Montgomery—but the Council hoped that with 
regard to their Welsh friends they would succeed. But he thought that 
what he had said would be regarded as a very satisfactory conclusion to 
the Council’s labours in this direction. A 


Posiic Trustee Briw.—OrrictaLism. 


Another matter of great professional interest was the Public Trustee 
Bill. He took it that almost all of those present, at all events, had read 
that Bill. So far as the objects were stated in the explanatory memoran- 


Commons, he thought there was nothing with which they would disagree, 
The Bill was brought in by Sir Howard Vincent, supported by Mr. H. D, 
Greene, K.C., Mr. Howard, and Colonel Tufnell. One of the objects of 
the Bill was to ‘‘establish a public trustee and executor, and thus to 
meet the difficulty which both public bodies and private individuals 
experienced in finding suitable trustees, and to safeguard the interests of 
beneficiaries.’’ Now, there was nothing in that to which they could take 
objection. The society would gladly welcome, and every member of the 
society would support, any measure that had for its object the safe. 
guaraing the interests of beneficiaries and the protection of trust pro- 
perty; and that was a matter which the Council should support and 
would be glad to see done. Then the memorandum went on: ‘The 
appointment of the public trustee and executor will be entirely volun- 
tary on the part of those creating a trust’? That, the Council thought, 
was also perfectly right, and, as long as the measure was kept 
perfectly voluntary and there was no sort or kind of compulsion upon the 
general community, they, as the Law Society, should have nothing to 
say. Then it said, and this was where it did touch them: ‘‘The super- 
session ’’—a curious expression, but that was, however, the expression— 
‘the supersession of professional men in relation to trust property is 
distinctly provided against by the Bill.’”’ They would have said that 
these three sentences shadowed forth a proposed legislative measure 
with which they would have been in full sympathy, but when they came 
to see the Bill as it was—and Bills got through in the early stage some- 
times of preliminary sittings without any real debate. It passed second 
reading and was sent up to the Grand Committee on Law, and he might 
say that, considering the way the Bill was drawn, he did not 
hesitate to call it a crude and ill-considered measure. It had 
the vice of endeavouring to spread throughout the country in an intensi- 
fied form that of which they had never had any idea yet, the spirit of 
officialism which would interfere with every private trust, and with the 
administration of family affairs by means of trustees appointed by e1tuer 
testators or settlors or beneficiaries who had selected their own trusted 
friends to act for them as trustees. The committee had sent it back 
in a condition which the House of Commons would materially amend at 
the report stage, as he thought. He hoped it would be competent 
for the House of Commons to put this measure into a working Act of 
Praliament which should be in conformity with the leading ideas 
he had read from the memorandum which accompanied it. What the 
result would be they could not tell. He hoped and trusted the House of 
Commons would do what the Grand Committee, he did not hesitate to 
say, had failed to do, so that by process of amendment it might be got 
possibly into a useful working measure. Of course the preservation of 
trust funds was a matter of great importance, and he did not suppose that 
anybody would object to having the trust funds placed in such a condi- 
tion of safety as was possible As regarded the admivistration of 
estates in the Court of Chancery, the Paymaster-General held money and 
invested amounts as security. There was no objection to having some 
official who should hold trust funds, but that he should interfere with the 
administration of trust funds and exercise the powers and the discre- 
tionary duties which were vested in trustees in dealing with the 
management of an estate, was another matter. These officials would be 
appointed by the Lord Chancellor, and another enormous extension of 
patronage would be in his disposal, and they knew by experience the 
class of men who would be appointed. Were they likely to be people 
who could satisfactorily take the place of the men of business and trusted 
people who were usually appointed trustees? Those were the general 
objections to the Bill. An excellent article had appeared in the 
Soricrrors’ JournAL of the 1st of April 
Mr. Cuas. Forv (London): The Law Times. 


The Prestpent: And the Zaw T'imes had a very good one, too. And 
there was another notice in the Soricrrors’ JourNAL of the 8th of April. 
He was very glad to know that Mr. Ford had his eye on the matter, It 
was a matter of the greatest importance to the profession, he did not 
hesitate to say, and practically there was an existing Act of Parliament, 
the Judicial Trustees Act, which had been passed to deal with this 
matter after it had been thoroughly inquired into. It had formed the 
result of an inquiry in Parliament, and it was rather interesting to read 
what Parliament said about it, and not so very long ago. It was only ten 
years ago. This was what they said, a Special Committee of the House 
of Commons: “It is indispensable for the success of any system that it 
should be inexpensive ; that those who administer it should be easily and 
promptly accessible, and personally ready to take the same steps as a 
sensible private trustee now takes to acquaint himself with ail that 
belongs to the trusts committed to him. Whether the system is to be 
worked by an official department, or by a court of justice, or by co-opera- 
tion between the two, the individual who on any particular occasion 
manages the trust must not be separated either by official red tape or by 
judicial etiquette from those with whose interests he has to deal. It 
must be made clear that he is not a person to be approached by formal 
proceedings, either of an official or a legal character, requiring to be 
satisfied of the most trifling fact by prolix and expensive proof, but a 
man empowered and required to use his own judgment, to make the 
necessary inquiries for himself, and to take the initiative in the interest 
of the trust either of his own motion or at the request, however 
informal, of anyone concerned. If such administrators be made available 
to any who desire their services, the system would be of the highest 
utility. But if all that can be offered to the public is an elaborate 
hierarchy of hardly accessible officials, or a reproduction of the tedious 
and costly methods of the past, it would be as well to leave things 5 
they are.’’ He did not know what had altered the opinion of the House 
of Commons. The result of that had been the Judicial Trustee Act of 
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that could be reasonably wanted, and it could be done in an inexpensive 
way. The court would appoint a judicial trustee, and there were many 
important institutions, such as the large insurance offices, willing to act 
as trustees. In some cases they were appointed judicial trustees, so 
that really this Bill was a most unnecessary interference with tne private 
affairs and the administration of trusts, and a very serious inroad upon 
the pockets of the general community. He hoped that when the Bill 
came out from committee in the House of Commons Sir Albert Rollit and 
other friends in the House would be able to lick it into shape and make it 
a more useful and workable measure than it seemed likely to be. 

Mr, Forp said the question of audience before the committees at 
quarter sessions, which had been mentioned by the President, was a most 
important one, and it could not be left where it was at present. He 
wished to know what more the Council proposed to do. Whilst he 
congratulated the Council upon what they had done, he did not think that 
the proiession were at all satisfied with the right of audience wey 
possessed, and if they were capable of dealing with these matters at 
quarter sessions they were equally capable of dealing with matters from 
which they were at present excluded. Why should their audience be 
limited if the client wished that they should appear on his behalf? With 
regard to the Public Trustee Bill, why were such proposals made in the 
House of Commons? Let them ask Sir Henry Fowler. They were made 
because there was a growing sense of alarm at the disgraceful conduct of 
hundreds of members of the profession who were struck off the rolls for 
misappropriating the moneys of their clients, so that it had come to pass, 
and not only in the House of Commons, that men said : ‘‘ We must put an 
end to this and have professional trustees.’’ 


Hovr or GENERAL MEETING. 


Mr, Forp then moved the resolution of which he had given notice, as 
follows: ‘‘That, in the opinion of this meeting, two o’clock p.m. is an 
inconvenient time for the holding of general meetings of the society, and 
it is hereby referred to the Counell to consider and report upon the 
advisability of calling such meetings at a more convenient time in the 
afternoon or evening.’’ If the Council desired not to have meetings and 
wanted the members not to come to the meetings, they were quite rignt 
in calling them for two o’clock, for they would then succeed in their 
wishes. But if they cared to call a meeting for some more convenient 
time, when men who practised in the city could come down, and at 
which country members could attend, they would call them at some 
more convenient hour. He had taken the line of not specifying the time, 
but had left it to the Council to consider the matter. On two other 
occasions he had given a similar notice, and on each occasion the stock 
argument had been brought forward that two o’clock in the day was the 
only time when the country members could possibly attend. But there 
were only one or two of the country members present. It was not more 
convenient to the country members than to others in the profession, 
except, he did not say it with any want of good taste, it was convenient 
to the Council, who lunched at 1.30, and convenient to the club men, who 
went into the refreshment department and got their lunches, but to any 
other members of the profession it was extremely inconvenient. No man 
could come at this hour without sacrificing his professional work, and the 
result was that very few attended these meetings. He did hope tnat the 
Council would accept this motion. He could not have worded it in a 
more courteous way; he simply asked them to consider and report. it 
would probably be argued that the society had considered the matter 
before, but former resolutions had named a definite hour instead of leav- 
ing the matter to the Council. Let them call a meeting at some other 
hour as a test, and see if the members did not atfend. Let them give it a 
trial. They might depend upon it that he was right in saying that there 
was a large portion of the members who were dissatisfied, and a large 
number of solicitors who would not join the society for the same reason. 
It would be a good plan to make the society more popular, bringing more 
men to join and giving satisfaction to those who were members, giving 
them the opportunity to come to the meetings and raise questions of pro- 
fessional interest at a reasonable time of the day. He suggested that 
the Council should accept the motion without further discussion. Let 
them try four o’clock, or six o’clock, or seven o'clock, and he would defy 
them to get smaller —- than when they were called for wwo o'clock. 
And moreover, if they called a meeting at some other hour and got a small 
attendance then they could knock his argument, which he had been 
bringing forward for the last forty years, on the head. The members 
elected the Council, and they carried out the instructions of the mem- 
bers. He urged the Council to have more meetings, instead of trying to 
get rid of those which were now held, and they would find it to be of 
great advantage to the society and to the profession. The solicitors were 
not anything like so united as were the bar. The President had told 
them that some of the counties would not give them audience. That was 
the influence of the bar, as the President had pointed out. 


Mr. W. P. W. Putiiimore (London) seconded the motion. He would 
suggest that the Council should try the experiment of holding a meet- 
ing at three or four o’clock. From the amount of business on the agenda 
at this April meeting it could be easily got through in half an hour, 
and then the members would have just time enough to go back and 
sign their letters, and get off by train to their suburban retreats. He 
did not see any reason why they should not meet a little later for 
one meeting in the year. Possibly two o'clock had some inconvenience. 
It made very little difference to those who were close to the Law 
Society’s Hall, but to those at a distance it possibly was inconvenient. 
He urged the Council to hold one of the meetings as an experiment a 
couple of hours later in the day. 

The Presrpent said that he thought the members who were present 
all knew that a motion of this character had often been made, and by 





their indefatigable friend Mr. Ford. On the last occasion when 
he moved this identical motion—— 

Mr. Forp: Not in this form. 

The Prestpent: No; he did not refer it to the Council, but in 
substance it was brought before the society in April, 1892, when it 
was lost by a considerable majority. It had been discussed over and 
over again, and always with the same result. 

Mr. Forp: Always in a small meeting. 

The PReEsIDENT said this was no new matter; it had been brought 
before the meetings over and over again, 

Mr. Forp: Oh, no. 

Mr. Catxiw Lewis (London) thought the President was right in that ; 
but, however inconvenient two o'clock might be to Mr. Ford, he 
could not help thinking that, so far as the members generally were 
concerned, it was about as reasonable an hour as could possibly be 
selected. It was quite certain the morning would be a very incon- 
venient hour to all of them. They could hardly have a meeting earlier 
than two o’clock, and if it were “held at a later hour than two, then 
their correspondence was interfered with, and he believed himself, 
though they could not suit everybody, that two o'clock was the best 
and most convenient hour that could possibly be selected, and he trusted 
that the meeting would continue to be held at that hour. 

Sir Jonn Gray Hutt (Liverpool) said that with regard to the time 
of meeting, it was, of course, a matter entirely for the members of the 
society to determine, but he personally thought that two o'clock had 
been found to be the most convenient hour. It was true that the 
present meeting was — thinly attended, but generally there was 
a very fair attendance. Possibly the thinness of the attendance was 
due to the fact that, notwithstanding the name of Mr. Ford was 
appended to the motion, there was nothing of very great importance 
on the paper of business to-day. But before sitting down he wished 
to make an observation with regard to what Mr. Ford had said upon 
the Public Trustee Bill. He should not like it to go forth to the 
public, professional or otherwise, if the public, professional or other- 
wise, took any interest in that small meeting, that it was true that 
hundreds of solicitors had been struck off the rolls—— 

Mr. Forp asked if these remarks were in order after the motion 
had been put before the meeting. . 

The Present: I think they are. They are in reply to something 
you have said. eee 

Sir Jonn Gray Hitz said he should not like it to go forth uncon- 
tradicted that there were hundreds of solicitors struck off the rolls 
for misappropriation. That was utterly untrue. 

Mr. Forp: How many are there? 

Sir Jonn Gray Hix said that during the last three years there 
had been an average of thirteen. The number of their profession, he 
was sorry to say, was 17,000, or nearly so. He should like to know 
in what other profession and other occupation the proportion of delin- 
quents was so small to the gross number? The society would be glad 
to see the safe custody of clients’ money provided for, but what they 
objected to was the interference by an official with the delicate duties 
of the trustee. ‘ 

Sir Avsert Rorurrtr, M.P., said that remarks like those which had 
been made by Mr. Ford had been incidentally made in the House ot 
Commons when the Public Trustee Bill was before the House, but they 
had been much more temperately expressed towards the profession 
than they had been to-day by a member of the society. He could not 
overrate the extent of the injury which was done to the profession bv 
these gross exaggerations. He considered that any one who made 
them was a foe to their best interests; the chief opposition to the Bill 
was the general good character of the profession. __ Y 

Mr. Forp said that it had been stated that his motion had been 
brought forward over and over again. A greater exaggeration of the 
facts he could not imagine. He had been very careful in looking up 
the matter, and he found that it had been brought forward three times 
in forty years. {t had been also said that this was the most con- 
venient time to a majority of the members. That argument had come 
from the mouth of the ex-president, Sir John Gray Hill. He should 
like to ask him, as ex-president, whether he had ever tried another 
hour. They had not tried any other hour for fifty years past. 

Mr. Henry Mantsty (London) asked whether it was in order for 
Mr. Ford to repeat all the arguments he had already used in moving 
the resolution? : i 

The Prestmpent said Mr. Ford must confine himself strictly to his 
reply. 

Me Forp thereupon said that he would proceed no further. 

The motion was lost. 

NEWSPAPERS FOR MEMBERS. 


Mr. PurtimorEe had given notice to mave the following motion : 
“That the society shall take in the Guardian newspaper. . 

The PREsmenT said that of course Mr, Phillimore was aware that 
a motion that sectarian papers, including the Guardian, should be taken 
was made in April, 1902—that fateful date at which Mr. Ford’s motion 
with regard to the hour of meeting was made—and that it was also made 
in January, 1904, and that on the last occasion only four members 
voted for it. The Council had considered the matter, and had come 
to the conclusion that they must take all the sectarian papers or none. 
There were fifty-seven sectarian papers published in the British Isles. 

Mr. Prinumore said he was quite aware that his motion was open 
to the same objection as Mr. Ford’s—that it had been decided once 
or twice before. But he really thought the time had come even for 
sectarian papers to be taken by the society. It was reasonable that 





the members should have one or two of the leading sectarian papers on 
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the tables, as every other similar society did. The Council took the 
Lancet, and the argument against sectarian papers would apply to that. 
It was a serious loss to a large number of members who required to 
use these papers for various purposes, and he thought the time had 
come when they should consider whether they could not be placed on 
the tables in preference to such papers as Judy and the Sketch. 

The PresipENt: We don’t take Judy. 

Mr, Puiriimore said Judy was taken in; at any rate, until quite 
recently. He was glad the Council had repented of its frivolity at 
last. ut, at the same time, he wished the Council had not pero § oft 
the Westminster Review. They were rather going on the principle 
of cutting down the literature which was put in the smoking-room. He 
moved the resolution, observing that he had no objection to the substi- 
tution of any other suitable paper the Council thought right. 

Mr. Forp seconded the motion, asking why the Council should be 
the judges of such a matter as the papers which the members were to 
read? They took most extraordinary papers. If what had been re- 
jected yesterday was for that reason to be rejected to-day there would 
be no progress at all. Some proposals which had been laughed at when 
he became a member forty years and more ago had been long since 
adopted. He asked whether some papers were taken in and used only 
by members who paid a subscription for the refreshment room? 

The PREesmDENT: No. 

The motion was negatived, five voting in iis favour and eleven against. 


Lrprary CATALOGUE. 

Mr. Paiimore had also given notice to move the following resolu- 
tion: ‘‘That the time has arrived for issuing a new library catalogue, and 
the Library Committee is hereby authorized to put the work in hand 
at the earliest practicable moment.”’ 

The Present suggested that he should explain how the matter 
stood at present. 

Mr. Pariimore said that he was aware that something was being 
done with regard to the catalogue. 

The PRESIDENT said it had been in hand some time. 

Mr. Pariimore said that Mr. Williamson had been good enough to 
tell him that the supplement to the catalogue was in progress, but he 
had thought it might be well to let his motion remain in the paper of 
business that it might give him the opportunity of saying how much 
he and many other members had appreciated the action of the Counci! 
in admitting what he thought had been an error of judgment in placing 
a large number of books in the common room, where they were incon- 
venient of access. They had put them back in their former place, very 
much to the members’ convenience. He had also thought that the 
motion should remain, so that the members might see that the subject 
of the catalogue had not been lost sight of either by one or two of 
the members or by the Council. 

The Present said it gave him the opportunity of saying that the 
catalogue had been in hand for some time. The supplemental catalogue, 
embodying the supplemental catalogues of 1894 and 1898, was now in 
the printer’s hands, and would be issued as soon as the Council could 
get it, though that would probably be not till the autumn, as it was 
a laborious work. 

Mr. Forp said that the late Mr. Parker, who was a member of the 
Council, had given a great deal of time to this question, and his death 
was a serious loss to the society from that point of view. 

The motion was withdrawn. 


THANKS TO PRESIDENT. 

Mr. Forp moved a vote of thanks to the President for his impartial 
conduct in the chair. He said that he could not have done this on 
several occasions, but the President was evidently alive to the fact 
that the view of the Council need not always of necessity be the view 
of the vast majority of ‘the members. p ; 

Mr. CaLxIn Lewis seconded the motion, and it was carried with 
acclamation. 





The Barristers’ Benevolent Association. 


_ The annual general meeting of this association was held on th: 
inst., Lord Atverstoxx taking the chair. 

e annual report stated that there was a net diminution of income 
of £13 13s. for the current year. There were 105 applications for assist- 
ance made to the committee during the year, and relief was granted 
in 98 cases. The total grants made amounted to £2,577 16s. 6d. 

The Lory Cuter Justice, in moving the adoptign of the report, said 
that the diminution in the receipts of the association, referred to in 
the report, was not a very serious matter, though, of course, it was 
to be regretted that there was any diminution; but the committee 
were looking forward to a considerable increase in the future, He called 
attention to the fact that there were only twenty-three new members 
during the year. He had to preach from the same text that had been 
taken by so many who had occupied the chair on previous occasions, 
for, considering the number of subscribers, the increase of twenty-three 
was not what it ought to be. The association did most valuable work, 
and filled a want; it had become an absolutely necessary institution. 
It saved them all a great deal of most anxious and troublesome work 
which used to be done privately. He thought the members failed in 
their duty of bringing the association to the notice of the younger 
members of the bar. He again appealed to the members of the associa 
tion, both of the Common Law and Chancery bars of London and the 
circuits and local bars, to do their utmost to improve the position of the 
assxaation. 





Mr. T. H. Barts, K.C., seconded the motion, which was adopted. 

Mr. E. L. Levert, K.C., moved that the rules of the association be 
altered so as to provide that the committee should consist of eight 
members of the Inner Bar and eight members of the Outer Bar. ani 
that the remaining four might belong to either the Inner or the Outer 
Bar. : 

‘Lne motion, having been seconded, was carried. 


Sir Gorett Barnes moved, and Mr. Lewis Cowarp seconded, the 
election of the committee of management, which was agreed to, and 
votes of thanks to the honorary auditors, the Middle Temple for the 
use of the hall, and to the chairman were passed. 


The General Council of the Bar. 


The annual statement for 1904-5 of the General Council of the Bar, 
which has just been issued, deals with the twenty-one Bills brought under 
the consideration of the council, and their views on which were conveyed 
to the proper authorities. The council have made a number of recommenda- 
tione, transmitted to the Lord Chancellor, the Lord Chief Justice, the 
Home Secretary, and the law officers, with respect to the Bill for the 
Amendment of the Crown Cases Act, 1848, introduced by the Lord 
Chancellor on the 21st of February. In particular they propose a section 
for the provision of legal aid to a prisoner in such cases, as the Poor 
Prisoners’ Defence Act, 1903, is insufficient for the purpose. 

With reference to last year’s Licensing Act, it appears that the various 
law societies throughout the country had urged courts of quarter sessions 
that audience should be given to solicitors. It became, therefore, the 
council’s duty, in the interests of the bar, to issue a circular to those 
courts asking that the exclusive audience hitherto enjoyed should be 
continued to the bar. ‘‘ The council, however,’’ it is stated, ‘‘ regret to 
have to report that in the majority of cases the representations of the 
council have been disregarded, and solicitors have been admitted to 
audience.”’ 

Observations are also made and amendments suggested on the Public 
Trustee and Executor Bill. They suggest that as the appointment of a 
public trustee involves a burden to the trust estate, the council are of 
opinion that clause 2 should be amended by making such appointment, 
unless expressly sanctioned by the instrument creating the trust, con- 
ditional on the consent of all the beneficiaries, or the obtaining of an order of 
the court. They are also of opinion that a clause should be inserted 
giving liberty to any private trustee to retire from the trust if and when 
the public trustee is appointed to act with him. In clause 3 it should be 
made clear that probate will not be granted to the public trustee in 
lieu of the executors named in a will except in cases of unfitness 
and on the application of a beneficiary. In clause 4 the words 
‘‘ according to law’’ should be substituted for ‘‘in manner provid«d by 
rules under this Act.’’ In clause7 the incidence of the fees as between 
capital and income of the trust fund should not be determined by the 
Treasury, but by the public trustee subject to appeal to the court. 
In sub-section 2 of clause 8 there should, having regard to section 30 of 
the Companies Act, 1862, be added ‘‘ but such entry shall not constitute 
or be deemed to constitute notice of a trust, and no company sball be 
entitled to object to enter the name of the public trustee on its bools 
merely on the ground that the public trustee is a corporation.”” In clause 
10 it is not plain whether if the public trustee wishes to retire from an 
executorship it would be necessary to apply to the Probate Division with a 
view to a new grant of administration to another person. This should te 
made clear. In the case of trusts other than executorship, the application 
by the public trustee for the sanction of the court to his retirement should 
be made to the Chancery Division. In clause 12 the powers given the 
public trustee of employing persons ‘‘ where legal or banking services may 
properly be required ’’ should be subject to the powers and rights of his 
co-trustee (when there is one). The public trustee should not be em- 
powered to employ such persons without the concurrence or against the 
wishes of his co-trustee, unless specially authorized so to do by the 
instrument creating the trust. 

Complaint is made of the inadequate arrangements for King’s Bench 
business, and of the serious evils caused by the circuit system in respect 
especially of the long detention of prisoners before trial. This subject 
was mentioned in 1899, but the council are still unable to suggest a 
remedy. 


Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Denatine Socrery.—April 18.—Chairman, Mr. H. G. 
Barrett.—The subject for debate was: ‘‘'That this House accepts Lord 
Rosebery’s declaration as to the Irish Question in his speech delivered at 
E+her on the 18th of March as representing the policy of the Liberal 
Party.” Mr. A. W. Jolly opened in the affirmative ;*Mr. P. M. C. Hart 
opened in the negative. The following members also spoke: Messrs. 
Ames, Harrison, Henderson, Croom Johnstou, Menzies, and Singleton. 
The motion was carried by three votes, 








Sir George Turner, the Treasurer of the Commonwealth, claims, says the 
Evening Standard, to be the author of the shortest Bill on record. When 


Premier of Victoria he introduced a Bill of one clause and five words: 
‘* No person shall smoke opium.” 


Yet it did not pass. 
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The Banquet to Mr. Choate. 


A rAREWBLL banquet was given to Mr. Choate on the 15th inst. in Lincoln’s- 
inn Hall. The Lord Chancellor presided, and there was a large attendance 
of judges and members of the bar. After the toasts of ‘‘ The King” and 
“The President of the United States’’ had been proposed, 

The Lop CuanceLttor gave ‘‘ His Excellency the American Ambas- 
sador.” He said that they were, perhaps, not so familiar with Mr. Choate 
in his capacity as a member of the legal profession as in the capacity of 
an ambassador. He was, however, no mere carpet knight in the profession ; 
he had been in the profession since 1855. He was a victorious advocate in 
the great Cesnola case, where the rights of one of the museums were 
attacked, and successfully vindicated—and what might be, perhaps, of 
more interest to the profession—it Justed ninety days. ‘Then there was one 
of those controversies which will arise in which he felt that his client had 
been ilJ-used. An attack was made upon a distinguished member of the 
army, and he was condemned. After sixteen years’ of unabated toil our 
distinguished guest was able to vindicate the honour of his client, and 
to restore him to his position and to the respect of his fellow-countrymen. 
The Lord Chancellor then dwelt at considerable length on Mr. Choate’s 
career a8 an ambassador. He said that their guest had been many years 
with them, and had never given offence to anyone. What should we say 
for the ambassador who, during the whole period of his residence among 
us, had used all his great influence, an influence so great because it was 
accompanied by the temper and honour of a gentleman, to prevent any- 
thing like a tendency to that jealousy and hostility which from time tu 
time will arise among nations! I cannot go on in his presence beyond 
saying this, that without, I think, a single dissentient voice, our guest 
would have been recognized to have done all that an ambassador should do 
to keep the peace between two of the greatest nations on earth. 

The ArrorNry-GeENERAL said that the bench and bar of England had met 
for the purpose of doing honour to their distinguished guest, and in those 
special circumstances it might not be inappropriate that on behalf of the 
bar of England he should join in the tribute which the Lord Chancellor 
had paid to his Excellency. It was a matter of pride to them all that the 
representative of America in this country was a lawyer. They all recog- 
nized the absolute loyalty of Mr. Choate to that great profession to which 
they were so proud to belong. Mr. Choate had always been proud of his 
profession ; his profession here, as in America, was proud of him. 

Mr. Cuoate said: My Lord Chancellor, my lords, and gentlemen,—1 
may say brothers all, for I accept your presence here to-night as a signal 
proof that neither time, nor distance, nor oceans, nor continents can 
weaken the ties of sympathy and fraternity between the members of our 
noble profession wherever the English law has reached or the English 
tongue is spoken. On this spot, consecrated for centuries—I was going to 
say for unnumbered centuries—to the study and development of the law, 
I feel that we are gathered to-night for a veritable professional love-feast. 
No profane presence of laymen, no troublesome affairs of clients, can dis - 
turb us here to-night. Weare ali lawyers, except the judges, and they, 
too, are lawyers who have soared in ascension robes to a higher and nobler 
sphere. I thank you all from the bottom of my heart. I cannot but feel 
that in my person you desire to pay an unexampled honour to the country 
I represent, and to its bench and bar. Mr. Choate added that his task 
in the office he had held in this country had not been the 
diffieult work of diplomacy to which the Lord Chancellor had 
referred. From the first day of his arrival here until now it had been 
made absolutely easy by the spirit with which he had been received. The 
two great representatives of this country with whom,he had had to do at 
the Foreign Office—Lord Salisbury and Lord Lansdowne—had made his 
task pertectly easy, not only because they had practised the modern 
diplomacy—meaning what they said, and saying what they meant, with 
never a card up their sleeve—but because in every single incident they had 
met him half-way in all that went towards conciliation, harmony, and 
union between the two countries. He remarked that there was no 
difference between American law and liberty, and English law 
und liberty, but there were two responsibilities which had 
been thrown upon the bench and the in America in 
a greater degree than here. One was that on the bar the whole 
burden of legislation from the beginning had been thrown. In a 
country like his, where the executive and the legislative departments 
were kept asunder by impassable constitutional barriers, it was justly 
regarded, and had always been regarded, that, for making and 
amending and expanding the law, the men best qualified were those who 
were already skilled in the law; and so from the beginning the majority 
of lawyers in Congress and in each one of the Legislatures of their forty- 
five States had been uniformly maintained. And then upon the bench 
there had been thrown another very great responsibility, growing not of 
their peculiar form of government, exercised by all the judges and 
culminating in the unique power of the Supreme Court to set aside, to 
declare null and void, any Act of any Legislature or of Congress itself 
which comes in conflict with the provisions ot the Constitution. It had been 
exercised by that court about 24 times in the case of Acts of Congress, 
and something like 200 times in the case of State enactments, and it had 
been the balance wheel upon which their complicated and dual system of 
government had turned. Perhaps, added Mr. Choate, you excel us in your 
tribunals in dignity, in the control which the court exercises, and ought to 

exercise, over the bar. It is all illustrated by a single difference of 
phraseology. In America we say that the counsel try the case and that the 
indge hears and decides ; but, if [ understand your common parlance here, 
the judge tries the case and the counsel hear and obey. That is where 
we have get a good deal to learn from you. It is exactly as it should be. 

The Lorp Curee Justice proposed the health of the Lord Chancellor, 
who briefly replied. 








Companies. 


Alliance Assurance Company. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


The annual meeting of the Alliance Assurance © 
Wednesday, at the head office, Sonbeaee tne "bal ) ath 
ae presiding. : 

Mr. T. B: Ponsonsy (joi i hevwi : 
— the cootiea int assistant secretary) having read the notice 

The CarrMan moved the adoption of the report. He said that the 
year which had elapsed had been a very oud one, and there was 
but little to remark upon. If there had been, the board would have 
regretted even more than they did the absence of their friend, Mr. 
Lewis, the secretary, who had been slightly indisposed, and who, he 
was happy to say, was now progressing towards complete recovery and 
good health. He hoped he would soon be with them again. During 
the past year they mad lost an old and esteemed colleague, 
Mr. Lushington, who had a director of the Alliance for 
many years past. The board regretted his loss; they had 
always derived great benefit from his advice. As he had 
suid, the year had been uneventful. The new life business had 
been good. ‘They had received als for £1,300,000 and had 
issued policies for about £1,000,000, and the net premium income in 
respect of new business and renewals amounted to upwards of £598,000, 
being about £8,000 in excess of the amount in the previous year. 
‘he actuary informed him that the losses were less than had been 
estimated, so that the life business, so far as it went, was very satis- 
factory. The life assurance fund, after deducting the quin- 

uennial bonuses, payments on claims, “and outgoings of all 
descriptions, amounted to more than £4,000,000 _ sterling, i 
£207, in excess of the amount for the previous year. The 
annuity business remained almost stationary; and 6o far 
as the Imperial life account was coi , the premium on that 
account would gradually diminish, although probably for some years 
to come the capital account would show a slight increase. That fund 
amounted last year to £2,594,000, being £70,000 more than at the close 
of the previous year. So far as the fire account was concerned, the 
premiums were about £936,000—that was, £47,000 more than 
in 1903. The losses by fire were 495 per cent., against 
434 per cent. of the year before. The increase of loss was due to the large 
Canadian and American fires, in which, luckily, the office was not 
interested to a very large amount. Without going into any more tigures, 
it was right to point out that the year closed with a sum of £250,000 
on profit and loss account, which would more than pay for the next 
year’s dividend, even if the year were not as satisfactory as the last, 
and he hoped it would be. 

Mr, James FLetcHER seconded the motion. 

Mr. Alderman Hy. Wuirr supported the motion. 

The motion having been unanimously adopted, 

The CuarrMan moved a dividend of 8s. and bonus of 2s. 

Mr. FLETCHER seconded the motion. 

Sir Owen Roperts expressed a hope that, as the posiiton of the 
Alliance was now so secure, the dividend for next year would be 10s. 
instead of, as now, 8s., and a bonus of 2s. It would give the world the 
impression, which was a true one, that the position of the company was 
such that they could well afford it. : 

The CHarrRMAN said the board would bear it in mind, and the motion 
was agreed to. 

On the motion of the CHAvrman, seconded by Mr. FLetcuer, the 
retiring directors, Mr. C. E. Barnett, Mr. T. H. Burroughes, Mr. F. W. 
Buxton, and Mr. H. C. Smith, were re-elected. 

On the motion of Sir Owrn Roserts, seconded by Mr. James Grnson, 
the auditor, Mr. C. L. Nichols, F.C.A., was re-elected. 


CuarRMAN’s PORTRAIT. 

Mr. Joun Corks said the portrait of Sir Moses Montefiore to 
whose energy the office, which was founded in 1824, owed its being, 
had long adorned the room in which they were meeting. The present 
eminent chairman, Lord Rothschild, had been long identified with the 
unrivalled prosperity of which the company could boast. He had 
occupied the position as chairman for nearly thirty years, and it was 
impossible to reckon too highly his services. sme proposed that a 
portrait of the chairman should be painted at the cost of the company, 
and bung in that room. 

The motion was carried with acclamation. 

The CHAIRMAN returned thanks, and hoped he would have the oppor- 
tunity of sitting for the portrait very shortly, f 

Sir Owen Ronerrs moved a vote of thanks to the chairman and 
directors, observing that he was sure the meeting would be as unani- 
mous in this respect as they were with regard to the previous resolution, 

Mr. Grsson seconded the motion. é 

Mr. Coxx, in supporting the motion, expressed his regret at the illness 
of Mr. Lewis, who, he hoped, would soon be amongst them again. 

The motion was adopted, and the Cuargman having briefly responded, 
the proceedings terminated. 








It is stated that while his Honour Sir Horatio Lloyd was walking from 
Llanrwst station to the county court on Friday he slipped on the pave- 
ment and fell heavily, cutting his knee and bruising his face. His Honour 
is said to be making satisfactory progress. 
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Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Wiuram Hayes, assistant conveyancing solicitor to the Corporation 
of the City of London, has been elected Secondary of the City of London 
and High Bailiff of Southwark. 


‘ Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Grorce Bropir, Epwin Hart, Ernest Cormack Fincn, and Frank 
Oxtiver Hart, solicitors (Budd, Brodie, Hart, & Finch), 33, Bedford-row. 
March 25. In consequence of the appointment of the said Ernest Cormack 
Finch as Resident Agent of the Paddington Kstate. In future the business 
will be carried on by the said George Brodie, Edwin Hart, and Frank 
Oliver Hart, at the said address, under the style or firm of Budd, Brodie, 
& Hart. [ Gazette, April 14. 

Txomas Henry Brovcnton Bamrorp and Brereton Kyyver Wi1son, 
solicitors (John Bamford, Son, & Wilson), Ashbourne. Sept. 24. The 
said Thomas Henry Broughton Bamford will continue to carry on the 
business under the style of John Bamford & Son. 


Lronet Grorce Fisner and Josuvua Owen Srzep, solicitors (Fisher & 
Steed), Long Melford, Sudbury, and Lavenham. March 31. 
[ Gazette, April 18. 


General. 


On the 14th inst. the Royal Assent was given by Commission to the 
Army (Annual) Act, the Local Government Board Provisional Order 
(No. 1) Act, and the Leeds Corporation (Consolidation) Act. 


Bucknill and Bray, JJ., have fixed the following commission days for the 
summer assizes on the South-Eastern Circuit—viz., Hantingdon, Monday, 
May 29; Cambridge, Wednesday, May 31; Bury St. Edmunds, Monday, 
June 5; Norwich, Saturday, June 10; Chelmsford, Saturday, June 17; 
Hertford, Saturday, June 24; Lewes, Thursday, June 29; Maidstone, 
Saturday, July 8; Guildford, Monday, July 17. Mr. Justice Bucknill will 
take the first part of the circuit, finishing at Chelmsford, and Mr. Justice 
Bray will take the send part, beginning at Hertford. 


In consequence of their being more judges than courts to accommodate 
them at the Royal Courts of Justice, on the 14th inst., says the Daily Mal, 
a curious little comedy, reminiscent of the changes in ‘‘ Box and Cox,”’ 
took place in King’s Bench Court 9. Mr. Justice Walton sat there at 10.30 
to deliver a judgment ; he made way at about eleven o'clock for Mr. Justice 
A. T. Lawrence, who resumed the hearing of acase, Utilizing the luncheon 
interval, Mr. Justice Walton again made his entry into the court at 1.45 
to deliver another judgment, and was once more succeeded by Mr. Justice 
A. T. Lawrence. 


The judges (Darling and Lawrence, JJ.) have fixed the following com- 
mission days for the summer assizes on the Oxford Circuit: Reading, 
Tuesday, June 13; Oxford, Saturday, June 17; Worcester, Thursday, 
June 22; Gloucester, Wednesday, June 28; Monmouth, Wednesday, 
July 5; Hereford, Monday, July 10; Shrewsbury, Friday, July 14; 
Stafford, Thursday, July 20. ‘The commission day for Birmingham has 
not yet been fixed, but it will probably be on Friday, July 28. Mr. Justice 
A. T. Lawrence will proceed alone on the circuit until Stafford is reached, 
when he will be joined by Mr. Justice Darling. At the conclusion of the 
business there, Mr. Justice A. T. Lawrence will return to London, while 
= ee will proceed to Birmingham, where he will join Mr. 

ustice Wills. 


At the rising of the Court of Appeal No. 1 on Wednesday the Master of 
the Rolls said that they had, with the assistance of the other branch of 
the court, di of 73 final appeals, 59 appeals in the new trial paper, 
16 Admiralty appeals, 42 Workmen’s Compensation appeals, and 39 
interlocutory appeals, making a total of 229 appeals disposed of altogether. 
In addition to that number they had heard and disposed of about 60 
original motions. The result was approximately that every case which 
was ripe for hearing at the beginning of the term in any of the lists had 
been disposed of, with the exception of a few, an insignificant number, which 
either stood over with a view of settlement, or were postponed for the con- 
venience of the parties or of counsel. So far as arrears in the Court of 
Appeal were concerned, there was no ground for complaint. With regard 
to the other branch of the court, they had disposed of all the appeals 
in their list which were ripe for hearing at the beginning of the term, 
and on Monday last they had a final appeal in their list which was 
= down on the 11th of January, and therefore entered on the first day of 

e term. 


At first sight, says the Albany Law Journal, it may appear like a novel 
proceeding that a jury verdict should be rendered by less than the unani- 
mous concurrence of twelve men. Yet it is by no means an unheard-of 
proceeding ; in fact it is in actual working operation, mostly in the new 
states and territories of the West. It is pointed out, by advocates of a 
change, that in Arizona, California, Idaho, Kentucky, Missouri, Nevada, 
South Dakota, Utah, and Wyoming a verdict rendered by three-fourths 
of the jury in civil cases is lawful. In Montana a verdict returned 

two-thirds of the panel in civil suits, and in criminal trials when 
offence is below the grade of felony, is permissible. ‘Three-fourths 





of the jury may submit a verdict in Louisiana in cases not involving a 
capital offence. The Philadelphia Ledger cites a recent contribution to 
the olitical Science Quarterly, on ‘“‘ Trial by Jury in Germany,’’ as 
authority for the statement that a jury trial is unknown in German law 
except in criminal procedure, and is confined to cases falling within the 
jurisdiction of a single court. Eight votes are necessary to convict. Should 
the vote stand seven for conviction and four for acquittal the prisoner is 
discharged. To Germany, also, is traced the idea of having thirteen or 
more jurors, to provide against the disability of any of the regular twelve, 
and to prevent mistrials, which has gained favour in late discussions in the 
United States. 


We understand, says the Times Parliamentary correspondent, that the 
Charity Commission, in their fifty-second annual report, which will shortly 
be issued, propose an important change of procedure in the preparation of 
schemes dealing with charitable trusts. When a charity is certified by 
them to the Attorney-General under section 20 of the Charitable Trusts 
Act, 1853, considerable administrative convenience would, they hold, 
result, and great expense would be saved, if the Attorney-General had 
greater facilities for referring to the commission the work of framing 
schemes for the administration of charities. If the Attorney-General, 
upon consideration of a case certified to him by the commission, decides 
that a new scheme ought to be established, the High Court directs a scheme 
almost as a matter of course. Schemes made by the court are always 
framed upon the lines, and even according to the forms, which have been 
adopted by the commission ; but while this process is attended with great 
expense, such as may often cripple the funds of a charity, the work 
can be performed in the office of the commission without cost. 
Parliament, the report adds, has in several instances indicated 
a simple method for effecting the purpose which the commission have 
in view—namely, that an application to the commission by the Attorney- 
General in cases which have been certified by them but which do not 
appear to him to need the intervention of the High Court should be 
equivalent to an application under the Charitable Trusts Acts. Legislation 
would be required to carry out this proposal. In the same report the com- 
missioners deal with the judgment of the Chancery Division to the effect 
that the Royal Charter by which the National Hospital for the Relief and 
Cure of the Paralyzed and Epileptic was authorized to acquire and dispose 
of lands was not a ‘‘ scheme legally established’? within the technical 
meaning of the word for the purpose of the exception of section 9 of the 
Charitable Trusts Amendment Act, 1855, from the jurisdiction of the 
Charity Commission, and the report draws especial attention to the import- 
ance of the ruling being noted in the administration of charities under 
Royal Charter. The erroneous view that a provision in a charter giving an 
express power of sale has the effect of excluding the commission’s juris- 
diction might perhaps be a reason for the wish of promoters of a charter to 
have such words inserted. The commission further deem it desirable that 
the authorities responsible for the drafting of such charters should consider 
whether words should not be in such cases inserted expressly recognizing 
the jurisdiction of the Charity Commission. 





Fixep Incomes.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
vu wu new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain figures. 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvrt. ] 








Court Papers. 


CIRCUITS OF THE JUDGES. 











SPRING ASSIZES, 1905. NorTuern. N. Eastern. 
Commission Days. oe A. T. Lawrence, J. 
Saturday, April 22 ............002  jeerseeees Manchester 2 ......... Gredscortovope eaceneseses oss | deonee 
(Civil and Criminal) 
Wednesday, May 8 ...........0-+:000] esses sors cre ts seerseneeseenes « eseees o-see TRONS socrcoseeserees 
(Criminal) 
Thursday, May 1) on eece ce see] seeess Liverpool 2 ........ epeee oon i. 
(Civil and Criminal) 
Zine, Meg 2 pipiptdd: amnbicde te 900 *veeneee SE FE an Pe 
Thursday, May 25... s.c0e | = ove e+ coe MA ree «... oe 2+ | eo se o coses ks uhiad 





Winding-up Notices. 
a 
London Gazette,—Fuivay, April 14, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1x Cuancery. 


Banrow-1x-Fursvss Coat Exrtonation Synpicate, Limitsp—Creditors are required, on 
or before, May 31, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to R F Miller. Barrow in Furners ; 

Buiacksnoox Cotuigry Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or befure May 6, to send 
their names end addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Hilton Booth 
Jackson, Primrose Bank, Oldham ; 

Cuaruam Timper Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 24, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars ot debts or claims, to Edward Allen, 

King Edward rd, Rochester 
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Venus Sream Surprrve Co, Linrrep (1x Votuytary Liqupation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before May 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of ti their debts 
or claims, to Thomas Turketine, 52, Coleman st 


London Gazette.—Turspay, April 18. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limirep tn CHancery. 


Cottey & Co, Limrren—Petn for winding up, directed to be heard May 3. Simpson & Co, 
Gracechureh st, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named 
not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 2 

DonyLasp Surpyarps, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before April 28, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Lewis Hardy, 
8, Breams bldgs. Chancery ln 

Ixpo-CoLontaL Acenocy, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before May 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to James 
Benjamin Reeves, 3, Church ct, Old Jewry 

Lz VaLion SynpicaTE, Liurrep - Petn for winding up, presented April 12, directed to be 
heard May 3. Chave & Chave, London wall, solors for petuer. N otice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not Jater than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of May 2 

Wauus & Co Hutz) Limrep —Creditors are required, on or before May 15, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Walter George Hall, 
Victoria chmbrs, Bowlalley In, Hull. Dawson, Hull, solor for liquidator 

Weexty Mair Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up p April 12, directed to be heard 
atthe Court House, Wandsworth, May 22, at 10.30. Jumer, Lincoln's ion fields. solor 
for petner. _—. of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in 
afternoon of May 21 

Wurrenornes, Lit: ep—Petn for winding up, presented April 4, directed to be heard May 
8. Neal, Pinners’ Hall, Oid Broad st, solor for petners. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 2 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram, 
London Gazette—Turspay, April 11. 


Avams, Witt1am, Waldeck rd, Ealing May 8 Child & Child, Sloane st 

Bart, Heyrietra, Boulogne sur Mer, France May 8 Blount & Co, Albemarle st 

BramisH, BLANCHE Geroreina, Figin crescent, Holland Park May 1 Campbell & Co, 
Warwick st. Regent st 

Brraties, SARAH, Odd Rode, Chester May 30 Bygott & Sons, Sandbach 

Bou.TER, Mary, Kempsey, Worcester May 5 Kirk, Worcester 

Brock.ineTon, Ex1zaA Any, Aston, Warwick May20 Eest & Smith, Birmingham 

BurremeR, ELIzaBeru, Oxford June 1 Phillips, Oxford 

CAVANAGH, ANN, Preston May 8 Cookson, Preston 

Coates, WiL11AM Henry, Streatham May lu Carr, Gt Tower st 

Crass, Henry Grorce, Eastbourne Apni 22 Champion & Co, Eastbourne 

CresswWELL, ARABELLA, Bristol May 20 Benson & Co, Bristol 

Davis, ALGERNON Hew! ry, Harrogate, York May 10 Spencer & Son, Queen st, Cheapside 

Dawes, Harry Wiiuiam James, Barston, Warwick, Photographic Etcher April 18 
Shakespeare & Co, Birmingham 

Dawyay, Hon Wiiuiam Frepericx, Northampton May 15 Hewlett & Co, Raymond 
bidgs 

Dent, Marta, Stockton on Tees May 23 Watson & Co, Stockton on Tees 

Dickinson, Joun, Bolton, Contractor June 1 Holdens & Cannon, Bolton 

Dinsock, Joun Henny, Southamptcn May 15 Mossop, Woking 

DunsvorD, CarHerinE Caste, Bath May 31 Wansey & Meade-King, Bristol 

Gace-Brows, Cuartes Hrapert, Cadogan pl, Surgeon May10 Smi  & Son, Verulam 


bid 
Gaswox, Witsan Henry, Portfield, Chichester, Builder May 18 Bew, West Pallant, 
‘hichester 
GarsuTt, KpiTu, Erdington, nr Birmingham May 20 East & Smith, Birmingham 
GoopcuiLp, GEORGE, Skegness, Lincoln, Baptist Minister May 25 Berryman, ottingham 
GREAVES, Roarr, Biackburn May12 E & B Gaworth, Blackburn 
GreLi.et, Henry Ropert, Cavendish gdns, Clapham May & Lee & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Hanpur, Rev Henry, Bournemouth May 15 Watson & Son, Lutterworth 
Hicainson, Jonny, Paris, France, Land Owner May 19 Parker & Co, Cornhill 
Huxsr, Joun, Crowle, Lincoln, Farmer May il Burtonshaw & Cundall, Crowle 
Kemmis, Emma AruyDe1, Kingston, Portsmouth \ aes Pittield Petworth 
Leacrort, JoHN Wituam, Derby, oe +4 31 Dod&tr, Birmingbam 
Lioyp, Mary, Barry, Glam May 13 Hughes, Barry 
LuscomBE, Matruew WILLIAM Burs ELL, ‘lorquay May 10 Kitsons & Co, Torquay 
Maaner, Husert Gustave, Compton ter, Islington May 12 Seagrove & Co, Chancery In 
MALLETT, Rosert, Jubilee st, Mile End May 15 Ramskill & Co, Victoria st 
May, Ann, Tunley rd, Harlesden May 22 Mowll & Mowll, Dover 
Mountroxp, Wittiast Yarraniox, Burford, Salop, Farmer Junel Bill, Walsall 
Nasu, Ricnarp, Cardiff April 30 Mackintosh & © ‘o, Cardiff 
Newan L, Joun Ligutroot, Ongar May 31 Fullagar & Co, Bolton 
Noakes, WILLIAM, Liverpool, Lobacco Merchant May 13 Gradwell & Co, Liverpool 
OXsPRING, Euiza, Nottingbam Mayl J&A Bright, Nottingham 
Oxspaise, Jamus, Nottingham Mayl J&A Bright, Nottingham 
Price, Susan, Margate March 16 Moriey & Co, Gresham house 
Quick, THOMAS WAKREN, Southsea April 24 Clarke & Harris, Winchester 
Kaws -y, Henny Evswortn, Leeds, Paper Merchant May 20 Ford & Warren, Leeds 
Ricuarvson, Racuet, Canton of Vaud, Switzerland Jane 1 Johnson & Co, Birmingham 
Roserts, Emma, 8t Leonaid’s on Sea May t6 Ram-kill & Co, Victoria st 
Ry.anp, Tuomas, Gravelly Hill, nr Birmmgham May 20 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 
Bacar, Pau, Facit, nr Rochdale, Rate Colkctor May 12 March & Co, Rochdale 
ScHoLks, Josern, ¢ ‘heetham Hill, Manch. ster May 10 Cooper & Sons, Manches*er 
Suarez, Witiiam, falvley, Birmingham, Engine Driver May 20 East & Smith, 
Birmingham 
Simpsoy, Wittiam, King’s Heath, Worcester June 6 Howlett, Birmingham 
Smirn, Saran Jane, Litdehampt m Mayil Oampbell & Co, Warwick st, Regent st 
SPERRING, JaMus, Moss Side, Manchester, Boot Dealer June 1 Tuallent-Bateman & 
Thwaites, Manchester 
Tyee. Hagrier Amg.ia. Edgbaston, Warwick May 12 Chinn & Nichols, Birmingham 
Watson, Kpwaxp, Sale, Chester May 19 Sutton & Co, Manchester 
Wit.morr, ANGELINA, lltord May 22 Buttle, Basinghall st 
Woop, Henry, Manchester, Solicitor May 8 Wood & Co, Manchester 


London Gaszects,.—Faivay, April 14, 


Appy, Saran, Hunsworih, Cleckheator, Yorks May 17 Cadman & Co, Cleckheaton 

Aur, Henry, Bolney, Sussex Moy 15 Foster & Co, Queen st 

Asnrorp, Wiitia Henny, Eraington, Warwick Muy 20 Cottrell & Son, Birmingham 

Brewer, Epaar, Lianellen, Mon May 26 Le Brasseur & Bowen, Newport, Mon 

Broox, Margaret Ann, W ‘ood Green, Off Licence Proprietor May 12 Appleton, Portugal 
st, Lincoln’s inn tields 

Bnows, apnanen Cock, Fulham Palace rd, Hammersmith May 15 Brown & Brown, 

en 

Bu.x, Evry, Iverson rd, Hampstead May 23 Nisbet & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

CARTLAND, Fiona, King's Heath, Worcester May 20 B auchamp & Gallaher, Worcester 

Crank, Jon, Leicester May 27 Williams, Leicester 

Couper, OLana, Swansea April 29 James & ‘Thomas, Swan 

Corros, Cuarces Leonanrp, Hayward’s Heath May 15 Blyth 4 & Co, Old Broad st 





} Loxaworrn, Tuomas, Whalley, 


Crossman, Epwarp, MD, Winterbourne, Glos May 31 Gill & Bush, Bath 
Davenrort, JAMES Hesry, Bloomsbury, Birm: Valuer May 13 Chattock, Bir- 


mingham 

Datiow, I Dante, Gordon rd, South Hornsey May 12 Worthington & Co, Nicholas In, 
bard st 

Devenisn, Eity, Fitzhugh, Southampton June1 Stanton & Co, Southampton 

Drake, MERLY, Wimbledon Common May 29 ene South sq, Gray’s inn 

Eeay, Raymond A.oysius, Liverpool May 20 Egan & Co, Liverpool 

Fay, Jonn Sturcess, Weston, May 9 Withy, Bath 

Foursst, Wi..iam, Boiton, Cotton Spinner May 31 Crossley, Blackburn 

Garner, James, West Hartlepool, ‘aher May +" —— West Hartlepool 

GisBins, De mem Falcon rd, Battersea, Master B: May 15 Lister, Thavies inn, 
rm circus 

Girtins, James Hanmer, Moseley, Worcester May 17 Rooke, Birmingham 

Greeywood, Evizasetn, Sowerb Yan Oona Bridge, Yorks May 16 Bell, Sowerby bridge 

Hackett, Freperick, Furness Chester, lankeeper May 15 Bates & Jeilicorse, Man- 


chester 
Hanrey, James Parker, Truro, Boot Manufacturer April 22 Bennetts, Truro 
Hanvey, ALFRED SPALvING, Highgate May 15 Munay & Co, Birchin in 
Heap, AL¥aep Jouy, Burnham May a H &C 
Hiason, ALFsED Hasketa, Withington, Manchester, Architect May1l Heywood & Co, 
Manchester 
Horton, Cuakiorte, Dunstable, Beds May 26 Newtown & Calcott, Leighton Buzzard 
Hussvck, AvuGustTus GEORGE, Rotherfield, sussex May 14 Leader, Lime st 
meas “Juns, South Hampstead, Carton Peirre Manufacturer May 26 Baileys & Co, 
mers st 
James, Wittiam Paice, Aberyetwyth May 31 Eaton, Manchester 
Jones, Mary, Plasmarl, Landure, Swansea May 14 Rees, Swansea 
Kempson, AnsE Magia, Brighwn May 1 pos & Cu, ——- 
Lampext, Exiza, ye Herts May20 Harrison, ord row 
Lemon, Wittiam, Devizes, Sand Merchant May 15 Radcliffe, Devizes 
Marcu, WitiaM Hesry, Cambridge st, Pimlico, Collector May 15 Haines, Folkestone 
MattrHews, Ernest, ridge May 23 my ood « co Lincoln’ 8 inn tields 
Maynew, Herpert WALLACE, Cambridge Slay 8 Spe May 2 Paul, Billiter st 
Mopey, Grarissa Brooks, Cam! 8 Broads, Cam bridge 
OLpFigLp, Joun, Lymm, tae aie May 13 arrington 
PENNEFATHER, CaAutes Epwaxp, ah ey - i ry ’ een New sq, Lincoln's inn 
Puitiirs, Tuomas, Chester, a May1 Brassey, 
PvoLe, SUSAN, Paddington, Nortbam| 20 jar & Co, Wellingborough 
Pyng, Epwarb Eunest, a, Chetan 20 Houseman & Co, St, Storey’s Gate 
Rows, Avis, Plymouth May 3: Ginn & Porter, Plymouth 
SaBINE, Many Ann Hart, Bath May15 Tucker, Bath 
Suze, James GaRinDLEy, Bledingtoa, Glos, Farmer June 5 T & AE Mace, Chipping 
orton 

Snore, ALFrep, Crawford st, Portmanseq May12 Williams, Salisbury 
Srimons, Henry, Piatt, Wrotham May 8 Stepning & Co, Lonbridge 
Sisson, Wituam ‘Tuomas, Redcar, Yorks, Butcher May 12 Bill, mer ne on 

Smankt, Any, York rd, King’s Cross May 23 St Barbe & Co, Deiahay 
Smite, HENwIETTA, Kemplay rd, Hampstead Junel Harland & & Inghara, Won 
Srainsank, MatiLpa, Sycenham June 13 Staniland & Son, Boston, Lincs 
Sran.ey, Lausa Mania Sioays, Fareham, Hants May 8 Reeves & Co, Vid Broad st 
STARBUCK, Rosert, Gravesend, Sail Maker May20 Martin, Grav esend 
Stew —. —— "Ricuaxp Campse__t, KCB, Asbourne, Derby May 8 Reeves & Co, 

Old st 


Stott, Mary Bo.roy, Flixton, Lancs May 20 Walker, Manchester 
eg Fe Littleburough, or Rozhdale, Broker May 14 Ripley & Bunting, 
Rochdale 


Tuoa.ey, Joux, Elton, Bury, Lancs April 25 Pegge, Manchester 

Wacker, Mary, Milton Gocen, ar Chanter May 1 1” Cooke, Winsford, Cheshire 

Watson, BARAK, Abingdon villas, Keasington May 31 Hollams & Co, Mincing In 

Watts, Guoror Epwakp Oscar, *Kensworth Vicarage, nr Dunstable "June 1 Hores & 

coln’s inn tielas 

Wasraster, Rosass, Wyle Cop, Shrewsbury, Innkeeper April 29 Clarke & Son, 
Sbhrews' 

WILson, Geena, Tunbridge Wells May 16 Hodgkinson & Beevor, Newark on Trent 

Wixres, Haxsiet, Kingston upon Hull Mayi5 Wilson & Sons, Hull 


London Gazetite.—Turspay, April 18. 


Apvams, Exvizabetn, Rhyl, Flint eee Slater & Co, Darlaston 
Anam, Wituam, "Clarence rd, John Hackney May 18 Tatham & Co, Queen 
ictoria st 


Amster, Groner, Baildon, Yorks, Worsted Spinner May 31 Rhodes, Bradford 

ArniLt, Margy, Nortop, Bury 8t Edmunds May 23 Crossfield & & Co, Hackuey rd 

AvustTIN, Joun Witiis, Watford, Beer Dealer May 25 wy Eili-, Watford 

Banks, "Kixey, Beeston ill, Leeds, Screw Manutacturer y 13 Simpsoa & Co, Leeds 

Biggs, Col Tuomas, Wri May3i Wood, Wrington, Somerset 

Buanp, ANNA Masia, Hastings May 31 Chalinder & & Herington, Hastings 

Beav_ey, MARK, Hea'on Norris, Lancs, Cashier May 20 ——-, Hyde 

Brav.ey, SaRan, Heaton Norris, Lancs May 20 Bostock, H: 

Brav.ey, Isaseiia, Heaton Norris, Lancs May 20 Bostock, eee 

Burton, WILLIAM meENay, Coley, yer May 15 Brain & Brain, Reading 

Cours. Joay, Svuth Wulesborvugh, Kent May8 Haileit & Co, Asnford, Kent 

Cook, Joun, Leigh, Doreet, Yeoman Junel Hs & 8 Watts, Yeovil 

Doussoy, MARGARET Jas, Newcastle upon Tyne May 31 Dees & Thompson, Newcastle 
upoa Tyne 

Easton, fd Monkseaton, Northumberland oe we 5 Newcastle upon Tyne 

ELLs, SARAH ANNE, Belvedererd, Upper Norwood vhuson & Son, Gray's inn 83 

Emurrsox-Saiti, Henry, Clifton, ‘Bnstol a 4 19 ueurge, Basel 

Evans, Lypia, Haydock, nr St Helens > Forshaw & Hawkins, Liverpool 

Exury, Emity Many, sheffield May 27 ebster & Styring, Shettie:d 

Fosts, Franoks W ATKINeon, Cambridge May1 Ellson & Vo. Cambridge 

Green, Wi.son, Borrowdale, ne Keswick May 18 Broatch & Co, Keswik 

Hau, Mary, Westbourne st, Eatonsq Mayils Darneli & Price, Northampton 

Ham, Maria "Lavinia, Brislhngton, Somerset May lo Perham & Son, 

HAMMILL, Mary Jans, Minehead, Somerset a 9 Reed & Uo, Bridgwater 

Haxnis, Sanan, Reading May 12 Martin & 

Heyry, Mary Raw LINGS, 2 en Leicester Junel Under#ood, Leicester 

Hispeut, Joun, Moss Side, Builder May 31 Crofton & Co, Manchester 

Homes, ALFaev Gairrites rvs Bourpemcath Me ~ hed 18 Sm Ky Lefroy, bouraemouth 

Hot, Mary, Sudden, y 20 

Hovsert, . oo pee Parkside villas, aie ay 1 Hanne & Son, Lavender 


gdns, Battersea 
Hont, Anne Exizasern, Birkdale,Lancs April25 Lancashire & Humphreys, Manchester 
Horroy, Hevena, Holbeck Hill, Searboro! ug ay A Budsall & Cross, Scarborough 
Ince, Dexison Montacu Miuirn, Be Heath Apnml 2s Whiteman, 
uneaton 
Kenneacey, Frances Any, St Mawes, Cornwall May 15 Ray beg 
KENNeaey, Josgra Cuar.es, st Mav es, Cornwall y 15 Falmouth 
Kurz, Groner Bexsamiy, rd, Tufnell Park, Jeweller May 20 Moggrioge & Son, 
"John st, Bedford row 
a gute Cranes, Wilbarston, Northampton, Farmer May 20 Douglass, Market 
arborou; 
Lewis, gem Hockley, Birmingham, Cab Proprietor May 15 Restall & Oo, Bir- 
mingham 
Lisrer, K.izasern, Ravensthorpe, Mirfield, Yorks May 18 Dewsbury 
Lorrs, Rura, Hardwicke, Cambridge May 1 Hiligon a Co, Cambridge 
Lomax, Purur, Bolton June 10 Hulton Co, Bol 
- i ae, Lancs, Coton Manufacturer May 30 Reddish, Blackburn 
—- USAMOND ANCES Anne, C gdns, Sow ensington May 
‘theobald’s rd, Gray's inn 
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McLean, ‘Wim, Melbourne, Australia June 1 Graham & Wigley, Queen Victoria st 
Mippietor, Cuaries, Upper Hellesdon, Norfolk May1 Loynes & 
Redland. Bristol May 25 Brittan & Co, Bristol 


Moors, Jouyn Besse, } 
Pe.t, Anne, Scopwick, Lincs May 17 Snaith, Bosto 


0 
ProvTen, SanaH, Winchester May 15 Wooldridge & Son, 
Reynops, Ceci. Epwarp, Charles st, St James’s May 20 


House, Thames kmbankment 


Ricnarpson, ExizaBeTs, Kent’s Bank, Lancs May6 Taylor & Son, Barrow in Furness 

Ricnarpson, Tuomas, Kent’s Bank, Lancs May6 Taylor & Son, Barrow in Furness 

Riney, Jeseman, Hill Top, Low Moor, Bradford, Forgeman May8 Farrar & Crowther, Ne 
Brad: 


ford 
Rosser, Emma, South Croydon June3 Maskell & Nisbett, John st, Bedford row _ ; 
Rusk, Epwarp, Lunghurst Rise, Woldingham, Surrey May 5 Haslip, Martin’s In, 


Cannon st 


Suarp, Manta, Evesham, Worcester April 29 Weatherhead & Knowles, Bingley, Yorks 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, April 11. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Batty, Witu1am. Nelson, Lancs, Ironmonger Burnley 
Pet April8 Ord April 8 

Breepen, Tuomas, Birmingham, Gas Fitter Birmingham 
Pet Aprils O:d Aprild 

Brown, Lawrzance Hott, Birmingham, Tailor Birmingham 
Pet March 22 Ord april 3 

Bryce, Grorez, Aldesshot, Agent Guildford Pet April 8 
Ord April 8 


Buper, Water, Canterbury, Bootmaker Canterbury Pet 
Pet April8 Ord April 8 

Crakk, WiiL1amM Geoxce, Gilfach, Pengam, Glam, Haulier 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet April 7 Ord April 7 

Fiscuer, Jacos, Eaton ter, Eaton sq High Court Pet 
March 17 Ord April7 

Fitzcrratp, Witiiam, Ardwick, Manchester, Timber 
Merchant Manchester Pet March 24 Ord April7 

Foce, Witt1am Henry, Leeds, Temperance Hotel Pro- 
prietor Leeds Pet Aprit5 Ord April 5 

Foxatu, Francis Cxarves, North Shore, Blackpool, Short- 
hand Teacher Preston Pet April? Ord April 7 

Gaske.L, Wiii1am, Sandbach, Chester, Giocer Maccies- 
tield Pet March 27 Ord April 7 

Ge.uxc, Epwarp Wesster, Barnes, Surrey, Insurance 
Supervisor Wandsworth Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Gest, Harotp Epwarp, Burbage, Hinckley, Leicester, 
Boot Manufacturer Leicester Pet Apni7 Ord April 7 

Haziow, Epwin, Chartham, Kent, Builder Canterbury 
Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Harton, Danret, Bingtield st, King’s Cross, Ironfounder 
High Court Pet 15 April7 

Hearp, Wiiu1am A, Harford st, Mile Fnd High Court 
Pet March 17 Ord — 7 

Hoey. Anrtuvur Davip, Rushden, Northampton, Outdoor 
a Keeper Northampton Pet April 7 Ord 

P 

Jauzs, Epwin Peep, South st, Finsbury, Solicitor High 
Court Ord March 23 Ord April 7 

Jzssur, George James, Tabernacle st, Cabinet Maker 
High Court Pet March 24 Ord April 7 

Joxzs, Joun Davin, Melincrythan, Neath, Carpenter 
Neath Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Keasuaw, Jonny Buckey, Halifax, Solicitor Halifax Pet 
March 25 Ord April 6 

Laver, Waiter Exot, Birmingham, Photographic 

ist Birmingham Pet April6 O:id April6 

LosGal, Giovays1, and A Buiccut, Craven rd, Paddington, 

imag Proprietors High Court PetJanil Ord 





pril 5 

Lysex, Many Asse, Walsall, Builder Walsall Pet April 
5 Ord April 5 

Lyons, AxtHony, Norton, Malton, Yorks, Builder Scar- 
borough Pet March 20 Ord April 6 

Mapvocks, Samvet Gesorcr, Kettering, Northampton, 
Gentiemen’s Outfitter Northampton Pet april 6 
Ord April 6 

Mitcue.t, Rosert, Sheffield, Property Agent Sheffield 
Pet Feb 25 Ord April 7 

Pgacuex, Georce Wittiam, High st, Stoke Newington. 
— Manufacturer High Court Pet Aprd 7 Ord 

Presies, Georce Rovert, Newcastle on Tyne, Innkeeper 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Aprii7 Ord April 7 

Pepper, Josern Virrevi, Ashford, Kent, Grazier -Canter- | 

Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Puipuam, Cuartes Eooar, Brixham, Devon, Photographer 
Plymouth Pet Aprii7 O:d April7 j 

Rackuam, Grorce Kopert, Norwich, Contractor Norwich | 
Pet April6 Ord april 6 

Bev, Feepericx Lovis, Gt Malvern, Antique Furniture | 
Dealer Worcester Pet April6 Ord April 6 

Ricuagps, Tuomas Witiiam, ‘Libsheif, Derby, Joiner | 

Pet Feb 13 Ord feb 27 

Bivetr, Georce Hanzy, and Farpezicx Rivett, Wollas- 
ton, ean, Shoe Manufacturers Northampton 
Pet April 6 April 6 } 

Rosixsox, James Gaersipe, Higher Broughton, nr Man- | 
chester, Wholesale Butter Merchant Manchester Pet 
March 23 Ord April 7 

Roox, Cuanrtes, Cardiff, Builder 
Ord 6 


Cardiff Pet April 6 | 


April 6, 
Suanr, Witttam, Lozells, Aston, Birmingham, Manv- | 
— rp Jeweller Birmingham Pet April 4 Ord | 


4 
Suita, Evwarp, Clunbury, Salop, Innkeeper I inster | 
Pet April 8 ‘Ord April 8 
Sraintos, Wittiam, Moseley, Worcester, Watch Material 
Dealer a Pet April5 Ord April 5 | 
Sreex, Witiiam, Whitkirk, nr Leeds, Butcher L:eds Pet } 
March 14 Ord April 6 
Srerasssox, Witiiam, Spennymoor, Durham, Tvbacconist | 
m Pet Aprilé urd April 6 | 
Seam, Mees. Cheltenham Cheltenham Pet March 28 | 


Swixwsgstox, Barrraix, Newcastle under Lyme, Grocer’s 
Assistant Hanley ‘Pet April7 Ord April7 





| Newer, Faepesick Cuasies,Luddenden Foot, or Halifax, 


| Pzacney, Guouce Witiiam, High st, Stoke Newington, 
Bankruptc 


n, Wells Waterley, Bri 


Winchester Liv 
Williams & James, Norfolk 


ie upon 





South Kensington 





Txrorntoy, Ottver, Otley, Yorks, Tobacconist Leeds Pet 
April7 Ord April 7 

Tuurtey, Greorce Baker, Old Fietton, Huntingdon, 
Builder Peterborough Pet April4 Ord April 7 

Vouianp, Errennes Georae, Alfred pl West, Kensington 
High Court Pet Feb 15 Ord April 6 

Wi», Isaac, Oldham, Licensed Victualler Oldham Pet 
April7 Ord April 7 

Wess, Wit1iam Joux, Higham Ferrers, Northampton, 
a Victualler Northampton Pet April 7 Ord 

pri? 

West, Josepx, West Hartlepool, Musician Sunderland 
Pet April8 Ord April 8 

Wottey, Cuaries Ricuarp, Clungunford, Salop, Farmer 
Leominster Pet sue Ord April 8 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

Apams, Freperick, Little Cressingham, Norfolk, Farmer 
April 20 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Bartoy, Samus, Freperick, Sheffield, Plumber April 
19 at 11.30 Off Rec, Figtree ln, sheffield 

Boocock, Joseph Harrison, Kingston upon Hall, Cycle 
Agent April19at11 Off Rec, Trinity House ln, Hull 

Bouton, Atrrep, Thornton le Dale, Yorks, Joiner April 
19at4 74, Newborough, Scarborough 

Boyer, Samvet Caarzes, Leicester, Manufacturing Sweet 
Confectioner April 20 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, 
Leicester 

Brooks, Jouy, Uplands, Smethwick, Stafford, Monumental 
Mason April 20 at 12 191, Corporation st. Birmingham 

Brown, James, Broughton, Northampton, Farmer April 
19 at 12 Off Rec, Bridge st. Northampton 

Buttoves, James Epwarp, Bolton, Tailor April 19 at 3 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 


Carrinctos, James Freperick, Leeds, Painter and 
a April 19 at 11 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 
Leeds 


Ciarke, Joun Henry, and Tuomas Rozerts, Shrewsbury 
Carpenters April 29at 11 Off Rec, 42, St John’s hill, 
Shrewsbury 

Crookes, Henry, Darnall, Sheffield, Builder April 19 at 12 
Off Rec, Figtree In, sheffield 

CuuimorE, F &, Ashford, Middlesex, Builder April 19 at 
11.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

ELkINGTON. WALTER CHARLES, Leeds, Printer April 19 at 
1230 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Fiscuer, Jacos, Eaton ter. Eaton sq, Letter of Apartments 
April 20 at 11 Bankruptcy bidg-, Carey st 

Foce, WILLIAM hg payee Hotel Proprietor 
April 19 at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Fou.ps, Jouyx, Nuneaton, Draper April 20 at12 Off Rec, 
8, High st, Coventry 

Frost, Caar.tes Henry, Doncaster, Coal Merchant April 
19 at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree ln, Sheffield 

Gras, AtrreD, Lower Richmond rd, Putney, Licensed 
——— April 20 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Jarey 

Gext, Harotp Epwarp, Burbage, Hinckley, Leicester, 
Boot Manufacturer April19at12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge 
st, Leicester 

Goprrey, ALBert Howarp, Birmingham, Manager of a 
Company April 19 at1l 191, Corporation st, Bir- | 
mingham 

Hamittoy, Basar SHotto A Dovaras, Aldershot, Captain 
April 19 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Hargisoy, Witt1AmM WaLpoie, Worksop, Grocer April 19 
atl Off Rec, #igtree In, sheffield 

Hatca, Daxter, Bingfield st, Kings Cross, Ironfounder 
April 19at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Hess, Heszy, Guiidhall chmbrs, Scania: April 19 at 
2.30 Bankruptcy yy st 

Horrex, Joux Henry, King’s Heath. Worcester, Baker 
April 20 at 11 191, Corporation st, Birmingham | 

Hivrer & Co, Atpgat, Aldgate, Tobacco Leat Merchants 
April 27 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Hueeins, Witii1aM, Leyton, Kesex, Builder April 27 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Keme, Harsy Francis, Hanging Heaton, nr Dewsbu 
Cabinet Maker April 19 at 10.30 Off Rec, Bank | 
chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

Kiauy, Faeperick Seymour, Ukeston, Butcher April 19 at 
11 Off Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 

Matruews. Freperick Wattace, Dartmouth, Devon, 
House Decorator April 19 at 11 Off Ree, 6, Athenzeum | 
ter, Plymouth 

Miter, Wittiam Tomas, Park rd, Battersea, Civil Ser- | 
vant April 19at12 Bankruptcy blidgs, Carey st 


Draper Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, 
Halifax 

Owens, Witttam, Aberaman, Aberdare, Confectioner 
April 25at3 1385, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Pacey, WaLtEx Hessext Henny, O.d Walsoken, Norfolk, 
Nurserywan April 19 at 11 Rose and Crown Hotel, 
Market pl, Wisbech 

Pa@e, frepenick Cuore, Southport, Tailor April 19 at 12 
Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


April 19 at 3 


Mantle Manufacturer April 20 at 11 
bldg, Carey st 

Persixs, Geouoe Rozert, Newcastle on Tyne, Innkeeper 
April 20 at 2.40 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 


y 





‘ 


Sournery, Jonn Cock, Brixham, Devon, Provision Merchant May 6 L ES Southern 


SweermMan, Marcaret, Liverpool May18 Mason & Co, Li 1 
Symons, Frepeaick, Liscard, Chester, 


te Agent May 22 Nicholson & Pemberton, 


Taywor, Exiza, Gravesend May 22 Martin, Gravesend 

T uRNER, ANN, Barlaston, Staffs May81 Paddock & Sons, Hanley 
WaLkeEr, ALEXANDER THOMAS. 
Watton, Anprew, Green Market, Neweastle upon Tyne, Fruit Merchant May 22 Ward, 


Reading May 12 Martin & Martin, Reading 


Yates, Vicrorta Ciarissa Exiza, Tean, Stafis May1 Charlesworth, Tean 
Yares, Jonny, Tean, Staffs May1 Charlesworth, Tean 
Youne, ExizapeTs Exes, Lancaster rd, Notting Hill May 31 Mozley-Stark, Pelham st, 


Youna, Josern Henry, Plymouth May9 Bond & Pearce, Plymouth 


Pentira, Caagtes Epwarp, Bridlington, Commercial 
Traveller April 19 at 4.30 74, Newborough, Scar- 
borough . 

Proverss, WitL1AM ALFRED, Birmingham, Printer April 
19 at 12 191, Corporation st, birmingham 

Ranpatt, Epwarp Gasrigt, Maidenhead, Fishmonger 
April 20 at 3 14, Bedford row 

Rew, Freperick Louis, Gt Malvern, Antique Furniture 
Dealer April 19 at 11.30 45, Copenhagen st, Wor- 


cester 

Roruero, W1Lt1AM Henry, Swansea, Haulier April 20 at 
12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra 1d, Swansea 

Row.txson, C, King’s Lynn, Tobacconist April 20 at 1 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Sgar., WILLIAM HENRY, Plymouth, Naval Pensioner April 
19at11 Off Rec, 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

SHouLpDER, Tuomas Sypney, Leicester, Patent Agent April 
19at3 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Stares, James WETHERALL, Gt James st, Bedford row 
April 20at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

S.avGuTeER, Rees James, Brynmawr, Brecon, Grocer April 
20 at12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Sparks, Witiiam, Lenton, Nettingham, Furniture Dealer 
April 19 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Notting- 


bam 

Stanton, Henry, Llangammarch, Brecon, Carpenter May 4 
atll 1, High st, Newtown 

Srege., Witiiam, Whitkirk, nr Leeds, Butcher April 19 at 
12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Srorey, Faeperick WiLL1AM CuiaytTon, King’s rd, Camden 
rd, Actor April 19 at 2.30 Bankruptcy blogs, Carey st 

Turner, Tuomas, Caistor, Lincoln, Draper April 20 at 12 
Off Rec, 81, Silver st, Lincoln 

Vaueuan-Wiiiams, Artuur Avaustus, Old Windsor, 
Berks April19at12 14, Bedford row 

Veat, Srantey Cartes Uiatnorne, Crakehall, or 
hedale, Yorks, Auctioneer May 1 at 11.30 Court 
House, Northallerton 

Wericut, Water, Longfield, Kent, Nurseryman’s Manager 
May 1ati1.80 115, High st, Rochester 

Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of April 4: 

Rooke, Tuomas Hersert, Brighton, Stationer April 12 at 

3 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bearp, Wa rer, Sheffield, Insurance Broker Sheffield 
Pet March 24 Ord April 8 


Boveuey, Witi1am, New Brighton. Cheshire, Builder 
Birkenhead Pet Feb 28 Ord April 6 

Bupee, WALTER, Canterbury, Bootmaker Canterbury Pet 
april8 Ord April 8 

Bu.ioocg, Annie Kare, Burstock rd, Putney, Greengrocer 
Wandsworth Pet Dec 20 Ord April 6 





Cappy, Ricuarp, Nelson rd, Stroud Green High Court 
Pet March 21 Ord April 6 

Cuatwin, Tuomas, Clarendon rd, Notting Hill, Builder 
High Court Pet March 24 Ord April 7 , 

Crakk, Wiit1am GeonrGe, Gilfach, Pegram, Glam, Haulier 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet April7 Ord April7 

Cotiines, Haxotp Epwarp, Newcastle on Tyne, Licensed 
hd Newcastle on Tyne Pet March 30 Ord 
April 4 

Dow.ann, W, Sutton, Surrey, Builder Croydon Pet 
March 17 Ord April 7 

Foce, Wit.1am Henny, Leeds, Hotel Proprietor Leeds 
Pet April5 Ord april 5 

Foxa.u, Francis Cuarves, North Shore, Blackpool, Short- 
hand Teacher Preston Pet April? Ord April 7 

Gasket, WiLLiam, Sandbach, Chester, Grocer lesfield 
et March 27 Ord April 8 

Gent, Harotp Epwarp, Hinckley, Leicester, Boot Manu- 
facturer Leicester Pet April7 Ord April 7 : 

Gropzinsky, Hyman, and Josera Frespman, 8t George’s in 
the Kast, Bakers High Court Pet Feb3 Ord April 8 

Ha t, [saspetua, North Shields, Northumberland, Stationer 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet March 31 Ord April 8 

Haxz.iow, Epwin, Chartham, Kent, Builder Canterbury 
Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Hoey, AxTaur Daviv, Rushden, Northampton, Outdoor 
Beerhouse Keeper Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Hurst, Joseru, Great Harwood,Coal Merchant Blackburn 
Pet March 18 Ord April 7 

Joxxs, Joan Davip, Melincrythan, Neath, Carpenter Neath 
Pet April 7 Ord April 7 

Keen, Evuen Louisa, and Caaries Rupert Hick, Wol- 
verhampton, Iron Manufacturers Wolverhampton 
Pet April 4 Ord April 6 : 

Layper, Water Exuiot, Birmingham, Photographic 
Artist Birmingham Pet April6 Ord April 6 

Mappvucks, Samuzt Gsorae, Kettering, Gentieman’s Out- 
fitter Northampton Pet April6 Ord April 6 : 

Martyn, Henay ere Leadenhall st, Duplicating 

‘Apparatus Maker High Court Pet Jan 21 Ord 

A 


pr 6 
Mor.xy, Tuomas, Balham, Commission Agent High Court 
Pet Jan 24 Ord April 8 
Nosorti, Epwarp Henry, Chandos st, Covent Garden, 
Theatrical Agent High Court Pet March 15 Ord 
April 7 


Pexesies, Grorcz Rosert, Newcastle on Tyne, Innkeeper 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet April? Ord April 7 


April 22, 1905. * 
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Perrer, Josep Vireeww, Ashford, Kent, Grazier Canter- 
bury Pet April7 Ord April 7 7 

Panam, Cuages Epear, Brixham, ~ ‘on, Photographer 
Plymouth Pet April7 Ord April 

Rew, Frevericx Louis, Gt Malvern, “antique Furniture 
Dealer Worcester Pet A — 6 Ord April 6 

Rivet, Gzorce Harry, and Freverick Rivett, Wollas- 
ton, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturers Northampton 
Pet April6 Ord April 6 

Rosinson, JAMES y ts soa Higher Broughton, nr Man- 
cheste +o Wholesale Butter Merchant chester Pet 
March 23 Ord April 8 

Rosisson, Watter Byatt, Frithville gdns, gc 
Bush, yr Traveller High Court Pet March 
31 Ord April6 

Roox, Cuanies, Cardiff, Builder Cardiff Pet Aprilé Ord 

6 


April 

Srezet, Cuar.es, Shippen Farm, nr pena, Farmer 
Wakefield Pet March 18 Urd April 5 

Sreraenson, Wit11am, Spennymoor, Durham, Tobacconist 
Durham Pet April6é Ord April 6 

SwinneRTON, Brittars, Newcastle under Lyme, Grocer’s 
Assistant Hanley Pet April7 Ord April7 

THoRNTON, OLIV ie a York, Tobacconist Leeds Pet 
April7 Ord A 

Tuorre, Harry, a villas, Kentish Town rd, 
Electrician High Court Pet A vil 4 Ord April 7 

Taurizy, Grorce Baksr, Old etton, Huntingdon, 
Builder Peterborough Pet Aptil 4 Ord April 7 

Torrinc, Witiiam, and ALexanpER Bovucury, New 
Brighton, Cheshire, Builders Birkenhead Pet 
March 13 Ord April 6 

Vocet, Gorrrriep CaristiAN, Downham rd, Kingsland, 
Baker High Court PetFeb 28 Ord April 6 

Were, Wituram Joun, Higham Ferrers, Northampton 

— Victuall Northampt Pet April 7 Ord 

April7 

ue JosErH, West a Musician Sunderland 
Pet April8 Ord Apri 

Wp, Isaac, Oldham, Piceased Victualler Oldham Pet 
Aprit7 Ord April 

Wirkins, WILuiaM on, Bristol, - Fema and Builder 
Bristol Pet March 29 Ord April 

WoopGate, Jacos, Eastbourne, Duilder Eastbourne Pet 

April3 Ord April 8 

Waicut, WAtsr, Longfield, Kent, Nurseryman’s Manager 

Rochester Pet March18 Ord "april 3 


London Gazette.—Fripay, April 14, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Appiss, GzorcEe, Manningtree, Hotel Proprietor Colchester 
Pet April1l Ord April 11 

Atuisox, f'xomas WILLiAM, Brighton, Plumber Brighton 
Pet April1l Ore April 11 

Barriz, Vincent, Southsea, Hants, Grocer Portsmouth 
Pet April10 Ord April 10 

Batue, Jonn Witi1am Ross, Handel mans, Brunswick sq 
High Court Pet Feb 14 Ord April 11 

Breacom, Epwasp, Gauden rd, Clapham, poae Manager 
Wandsworth Pet March 16 Ord April 1 

Bett, Francis Carsutt, Manchester 9 | sq 
High Court Pet Nov5 Ord April 11 

Bennetr, Toomas Henry, Little Buitain, Shirt Manufac- 
turer High Court Pet March 23 Ord April 10 

Brown, Wituam, Aberdare, Glam, Travelling Draper 
Aberdare Pet April12 Ord April 12 

Comes, Teens Joun, Gracechurch st, Mining Engineer 
Hig 





Court Pet Feb 20 Ord April il 

Carr, Antoun Tomas, Erdington, om, Solicitor 
Birmingham Pet March 16 Ord April 

CaATHAM, GEORGE, Kingsland, Hereford, Licensed V ictualler 
Leominster Pet Aprilll Ord / April 1 1 

CoLeMAN, Henry James, Bishopston, Bristol, Accountant 
Bristol Pet April 12 Ord April 12 

Correnwaits, Witi1AM, Long Eaton, Derby, Fishmonger 
Derby Pet Aprill10 Ord April 10 

Cross, Jony, Pricetown, Nantymoel, mm General Dealer 
Carditt Pet April 10 Ord April 1 

Davey, Rosert, Acocks Green, Woreester, Baker Bire 
mipgham Pet March 24 Ord April 1 

Dixon, Cuartes Henry, Filby, Norfolk, Wreetwright Gt 
Yarmouth Pet April 10 Ord April 

Eckxerstey, James, Blackpool, Lodging house Keeper 
Preston Pet April1l Ora April il 

Epwarps, Cuartes Joseru, Upper Warlingham, Surrey, 
Builder Croydon Pet Feb4 Ord April 11 

Ensoz, FrEpgRick VERNON, Parkstone, Dorset, Estate Agent 
Poole Pet April 12 Ord April 12 

Evans, Jouy, Bargoed,Glam, Collier Tredegar Pet April 
11 Ord April 11 

Facuyey, hy yey Norfolk, Plasterer Norwich 
Pet April 12 Ord April 

Hares, Evi, Higher ao Tiverton, Devon, Farmer 
Exeter Pet April11 Ord April 11 

Harr, Aw =, See Wilts, Farmer Swindon Pet April 
1 Ora April 11 

Hawke, Wititam Henny Dameret, St James’, Exeter, 
Commission Agent Exeter Pet March 29 Ord April 1u 

Hopson, Ropert Wii11AM, Ossett, Yorks, Iron Moulder 
Dewsbury Pet April 11 Ord April ll 

Ixeram, WILLIAM Sykes, Longton, a Stoke upon 
Trent Pet April10 Ord “April 10 

Jenkins, Wittiam Tuomas, Cadoxton juxta Neath, Grocer 
Aberavon Pet April11 Ord Apri 

Jouns, Witt1aM Henry, Plymouth, Bootmaker Plymouth 
Pet April 11 Ord Apn! lk 

Keyxt, Caanies Faeperick, Woburn, Beds, Gas Works 
Superintendent Luton Pet April 12 Ord April 12 

Kerry, WituiAM, Trimley St Mary, Suffolk, Coachbuilder 
Ipswich Pet "April 10 Ord April 10 

Kyiveroy, Grorak Hurnersaut, Lonesight, Srastates 
Agent Manchester Pet April 10 Ord april April 

Lircnriz.p, Harry Burron, Bedford, Tailor Medford 
Pet April 12 Ord April 12 

McoDonaup, Frep, + me Yorks 

10 


Dewsb 
Pet April 10. Ord Apri - 


Mitus, Henry Joun, Wredditton, nr Pemmatiat, Grocer 
Cambrid Pet April12 Ord April 

Moore, Herpert Wi.1Am, Norwich Butcher's Manager 
Norwich Pet April 10 ‘Ord April 10 


Morris, Horace Crom Brapiey, Moun’ 
Banker’s Clerk Swansea Pet Apeil ll O 


April 11 

Myers, Joun, Smethwick, Staffs. Timekeeper, West Brom- 
wich Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

Pare, eoetam, Skegness egness, Lincs, Grocer Boston Pet 
March 31 Ord April 12 


Pays zee mt Plumstead, - ya Corn Dealer Greenwich 


pril10 Ord April 10 
Prosser, THomas, rs 4 = Pus sap . Blacksmith 
Merthyr Tydfil P yoy 1 
Puen, ion Artuur, Ton Pentre, Glam, Coach Builder 


Pontypridd Pet April10 Ord ont t 10 
eer 9 ‘april 12 JANE, Stockport Stockport Pet April 12 


Rosinson, Hues Isaac, Mord Apel nr Carlisle, Farmer 
Car! April 1 


lisle Pet Aprilil Ord 1 
Scort, Joun Eastwoop, Ecc! l, Bradford, Builder 
Bradford Pet April1l Ord April 11 


SmarL, ADAM Watson, T , Berwick — Tweed, 
Licensed 


— saree Newcastle ‘on Tyne Pet April 3 
— WARD, eee, Butcher Plymouth Pet 
1 Ord A) 
Tuoass, J JoHN, tama, lewelyn, Gaerwen, Anglesey, 
coe 10 Ord April 10 


Tows NSEND, dei jun, Glo ~ ead ig Dealer Gloucester 
Pet April10 Ord April 10 

Woopwarp, WitLiAM FREDERICK, aan, Jeweller 
Birmingham Pet April12 Ord April 12 

Woopwakrp, Ay Gerorce, Tuebrook, Liverpool, 
— — Clerk Liverpool Pet April 10 Ord 

D! 

Wricut & Co, mn Birmingham, Metal Merchants Bir- 
mingham Pet March 31 Ord April 19 

Waicat, a kyhill, = Waketield, Joiner Barnsley 
Pet April 12 Ord April 12 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of April 7: 


Kees, Exten Louisa, and Csaartes Rupert Hicky, 
Pountney st, Wolverhampton, Iron Manufacturers 
Wolverhampton Pet April4 Ord April 4 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Basait, Vincent, Southsea, Hants, Grocer April 25 at 3 
Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

Barter, Feank C, Kast Sheen, Surrey April 28 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Brid 

Barus, Jouy WILLIAM a Handel mans, |Brunswick sq 
May 1 at 12 tey bldgs, Carey st 

Bett, Francis Geaape T, 4 + ~) are 8q 
April 28 at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, 


turer April27 at 11 bldgs, Carey st 

Carpirr, Ricnagp Jouy, a 4 st, ne Engineer 
May 1 ati1l Bankruptc ptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Ciark, WILLIAM Grorcer, Gilfach, Pengam, Glam, Haulier 
April 27 at 12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydtil 

Cox, Krainatp Louis, ‘Station parade Kew Gardens, Wine 
Bites April 28 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London 

ri 

Crows.ey, Atregp, and Gzorcr Stovepripce, Bedford, 
Nurserymen April 26 at 12.30 Off Rec, 32, Bridge st, 
Northampton 

FirzGeraLp, Wi111Am, Ashton on Mersey, Cheshire, Timber 
Merchant April 26 at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 

GREATOBEX, WILLEY, Worksop, oan, Grocer April 27 at 
12 Off Ree, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Hargis, Ex1, Higher Howden, Tiverton, Devon, Farmer 
April 27 at 10.30 Ouf Rec, $. Bedford circus, Exeter 

Hawke, WictiAm Heneay Dameret, Exeter, Commission 
fons April 27 at 10.30 Off Rer, 9, Bedford circus, 

eter 
pHearn, JonatHan Lucas, Hereford April 26 at 12.30 2, 
fia, st, Hereford 

Hors, Arruur Davip, Rushden, Northampton, Outdoor 
Beer-house Keeper April 26 at12 O/f Kec, Bridge st, 
Northampton 

Jones, Herxsert Tuomrson, Mold, Flint, Auctioneer’s 
Clerk April 25 at 11.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 


ester 

Keen, Evcen Lovisa, and Cuaries Rupert Hicks, 
Wolverhampton, Iron Manufacturer April 28 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Kenny, WILLIAM, St Mary, Suffolk, Coachbuilder April 26 
at2 Off Ree, 36, Princes st, Ipswic 

Kersuaw, Jonn Bucgiey, Halifax, Solicitor April 26 at 3 
orf Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 


KnNIveToN, Groner Huruersatt, , Longsight » Lancs, Com- 
mission Agent April 26 at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
Manchester 


Lancasam, Erxvest Cizumans, Watford, Salesman April 
26 at3 Off Rec, 14, Bedford ro’ w, London 

Low1ry, WILLIAM Henry, Cheshunt, at, Herta, Furniture Dealer 
April 26 at 12 Off Hee, 14, Bedford row, London 

Lyyex, Mary Anne. , Builder April 27 at 11.30 
The Stork Hotel, Wweleall 

Lyons, ANTHONY, Norto Malton, Yorks, Builder April 
2at4 74, Ny yy 

Owen, Jonny, Skewen, ranc, Glam. pemmengee April 
27 at 12 ' Off Rec, $1, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Puttey, 8, East Ham, Boot Dealer April 28 at 12 Bank- 
ruptcy pldgs, Carey st 

Rackuam, GEoRGE Rosen, Norwich, Contractor April 25 
at 1230 Off kee, 8, King st, Norwich 

Sinzes, Tose, | Joun, Wolverhampton April 28 at 11 Off Rec, 

ver! 


hampton 

Ruwpy, Wit.1am, Dunstable, Fishmonger April 27 at 11 
Court house, Luton 

Rosexrts, Roger, Penmaenmawr, Carnarvon, Carpenter 
April 25 at 12.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Rosinson, James Garsive, Higher Broughton, nt Man- 


chester, Butter M t april 26 at 3.30 Off Ree, 
Byrom mst, Manchester 
Rens, hy Builder April 27 at 11 117, St 


Scort, a eae Eastwoop, Eccleshill, Bradford Joiner 


April 27 at 8 Of Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 





Bennett, Tuomas Henry, Little Britain, Shirt Manufac-: 


Tweedmouth, Berwick upon Tweed, 
April 26 at 12 Off Rec 30, Mosley 


st, Newcastle on Tyne 
8u ayer Joux, ~~ oe I Boot Dealer April 25 


Voivann, Eriennes GrorGe. itred pl West, Thurloe sq, 
jee . cme eae April 27 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
arey 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of April 11: 
Fougr ie &. ee” April 20 at 12 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Smart, Avam Watson. Tweedmou 
Licensed Victualler 


Assiss, Grorce, Manningtree, Essex, Hotel Pro rc 
Colehester Pet April11 Ord April ll oes 
lumber Brighton 


Auuisox, Toomas WILLIAM, 
Pet A 11 Ord April 11 
Sasem, INcENT, Southsea, Hants, Grocer Portsmouth 
ter, Bayswater rd, 
March 


et April 10 Ord April 10 

Bevcuer, Witt1am Henry, 

Brick Court Pet 
9 Ord April 12 

Boveu, Epwarp, Milford Haven, eng Buyer Pembroke 
Dock Pet March 23 Ord April 10 

eet ~ 4 bidgs High Court Pet Dec 21 


i 
ILLIAM, Fee Draper Aberdare « Pet April 
Ord A; 


CHATHAM, oirecs, Kingsland, MHereford, L 
Victualler Leominster Pet April 11 Ord April il 
CoLEMAN, ‘ey James, Bi ae, Accountant 
Co —. ng So = Rawk ty Derby, Fisbmonger 

i ILLIAM, ton, q 
Derb: et April 10 Ord April 10 
Darnall, Sheffield, Builder Sheffield 
Pet Feb * ‘Ord nee 12 


Cross, Ls aa pm, General Dea'er 
Cardiff ce Agell 1 10 A 


Dixoy, it Hesry, viby, orfalk, ede Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Ord  Lodeing 

EckersLey, —— me house Keeper 

Preston April 11 Papal it 

Ewsor, Fanentcr a | Parkstone, Dorset, Estate 
Agent et April 12 Ord April 12 

Evans, Jonny, ye BH Glam, Collier Tredegar Pet 

April 11 Ord April 11 


Brows, 
12 


y 
Crookes, ft 


Facuney, Joan, Bem Norfolk, Plasterer Norwich 
Pet Ord April 12 

Fow coy, eases wan Liverpool, Clerk Liverpoot 

Oct 19 

Goprrey, Atsset Howarp, Biringham Birmingham 
Pet March 17 Ord 12 

GrraTorex, WILLE, ah Notts, Grocer Sheffield 
Pet March 17 Ord A) 


GREENHALGH, RicHaRD 

aay Mane = 8 eg! w 

REGORY, Percy Cuagtes Cavenxper, Wrexham, Denbigh 
Wrexham Pet Feb2i Ord April 11 


rronex, Astley, Lancs, Farmer 
pril 7 
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Harais, Eur. Higher Howden, Tiverton, Devon, Farmer 
Exeter Pet Aprilil Ord April 11 

Hart, ALLEN, 7 Wilts, Farmer Swindon Pet April 
1 Ord April 11 


Hawke, Wittiam Henry Dameret, St James’, Exeter, 
yo Agent Exeter Pet March 39 «(Ord 


pril 12 
—-"" Rosert WituraM, Ossett, be Iron Moulder 
anay Pet April 11 Ord April 11 
Houseran, 6 EORGE. Hay Mille, ee Grocer Bir- 
Pet March 6 Ord April 10 
ronan. , Sykes, Longton, Fishmonger Stoke 
Trent Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

Jeuumee. Witi1am Tuomas, Cadoxton juxta Neath, Glam, 
Grocer Neath: Pet April1i Ord April 11 

Jouxs, Wittiam Henry, Plymouth, Bootmaker P;ymouth 
Pet April11 Ord-April 11 

Kent, Cuaries Freperick, Woburn, Gas Works Super- 
intendent Lutcn Pet April 12 Ord ng? 12 

Kyiveton, George Hutuersaty, Longsight, Lancs, Com- 
mission Agent Manchester Pet April10 Ord April 10 

Lancaster, Ernest CLemmays, Watford, Herts, Salesman 
St Albans Pet April5 Ord April 10 

Lircarizip, Harry Bu a, Bedford. Tailor Bedford 
Pet April12 Ord April 12 

Low:y, ILLIAM Henry, Cheshunt, Herts, Furniture 
Dealer Edmonton Pet March iv Ord April 10 

McDoxatp, Freep, Heckmondwike, Yorks 
Pet April 10 Ord April 10 

Mitus, Hexey Joun. Woodditton, nr Newmarket, Grocer 
Cambridge Pet April 12 Ord April 12 

Moszis, Horace Ceci. Brapiey, Mount Pleasant, Swar- 
sea, Banker's Clerk Swansea Pet April 11 Ord 


April 11 
Smethwick, Staffs, | ail West 
Bromwich Pet April10 Ord April 
Naytor, Joun Epwanp, Goodrich rd, Fast Dulwich, Grocer 
High Court Pet March8 Ord April 10 
Payne, Josern, Plums » Corn bake Greenwich Pet 
A 0 Ord April 10 
Prosser, Tomas, Defynock, nr Brecon, F eenenues 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet "April 12 Ord April 12 
Proverss, WILLIAM ALrrep, Birmingham, Printer Bir- 
min; Pet March 29 Ord ‘April 12 
Pucs, Hue Arraver, Ton Pentre, Glam, Coach Builder 
Pontypridd Pet April 10 Ord April 10 
Qua! ane JANE, Stockport Stockport Pet April 12 
April 12 
ae ee Draper Carmarthen Pet March 
Rippy, Wituram, oo Fishmonger Luton Pet 
April3 Ord April 
Rosrxsox, Huca ear Botcherby, nr Carlisle, Farmer 
Carlisle Pet Aprilil Ord April 11 
Scort, Jonxn Eastwoop, Eccleshill, Bradford, Builder 
Bradford Pet April1l Ord April 11 ll 
Ssuart, Witiiam, Lozells, Aston, Birmingham, Manufac- 
turing Jeweller Birmingham Pet April 4 Ord Apiil 12 
Srzxce, Eowarv, Plymouth, Butcher Plymouth Pet 
April11 Ord April 11 
BSraixrox, Witt1aM, Moseley, Worcester, Watch Material 
Dealer Birmingham Pet April5 Ord April 11 
Sraxtos, Pewry, Penrhos, Liangammarch, Brecon, Carpen- 
ter Newtown Pet April3 Ord April 8 
Tnouas, Joun. Gaerwen, anglesey, Farmer Bangor Pet 
April 10 Ord April 10 
Towwnsexp, Tuomas, jun, pmeett, Pig Dealer Gloucester 
Pet April10 Ord April 10 
Wooowarp, Wi111am Grorcz, Tuebrook, Liverpool, Com- 
mercial Clerk Liverpool Pet April 10 O April 10 
Waicar, Tnomas, Ryhill, or Wakefield, Joiner Barnsley 
Pet April 12 Ord April 12 
Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Feb 14: 
Cota, Jon» Cuantes, Combe Florey, Somerset Taunton 
Pet Jan13 Ord Feb 10 
Amended notice substituted for that ublished i in the 
London Gazette of April 11 : 
Keex, Extes Lovisa, and Cuartes Rurert Hicxrisx, 
bp se pm Iron Manufacturers Wolverhampton 
Pet April4 Ord April 6 





Where difficulty is shania @ in peteiatng the 
Soricirors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 
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MERRYWEATHER. LONDON 


2 NS . 
MERRYWEATHERS’ “VALIANT” STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 


Write for Illustrated 





MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY 





MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO HM. THE KING. 


MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. 


The *4 VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind of 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., &c, 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARKET. 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


As ean TO— 


Earl Fitzhardinge. W. Harcourt, Esq. 
Lord Gifford. Ear] Scarborough. 
Lord Pirbright. Baron F. de Rothschild, 
a fron. _, =. Waring. 

idney Harrison °9 ir Egerton. 
Wilberforce Bryant, Esq. Miss A. de Rothschild. 


MacKenzie, Esq., &c., &c. 


Pamphlet No. 8290. 











Inebriety and the Abuse of Drugs. 


PLAS ~ YN - DINAS, 
Dinas Mawddwy, Merioneth. 


For Gentlemen of the Upper 
Classes only. 

TERMS: From Six Guineas a WEEK. 
Shooting—Well preserved, over 30,000 acres, 
Fishing-— 24 miles, including trout, sewin, and salmon. 
References— 

Dr. Gro. Savace, 3, Henrietta-street, Cavendish- 
square, W. 
Dr. D. Fennien, 34, Cavendish-square, W. 
For Prospectus, &c., apply— 
Or. M. WALKER, J.P., 
Pias-yn-Dinas, Dinas MWawddwy. 


Treatment of INEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE. } 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen, under the Act and privately. 
Yor Terms, &c., » apply to to 
. HOGG, M.R.C.S., &c., 


Medical Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, RickmansworTu. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. Y, Assoc, Soc. 
Stud of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 

font and Medical References. + terms and particulars 
9 Miss RILEY, or the Principa 
“ogy Min 3 nic ADDRESS: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


HOME for LADIES ADDICTED to INEBRIETY, 


Hillsboro’ House, Upper Clapton. 














Mrs. Bramwest. Boorn has a few VACANCIES for 
Voluntary Patients in the above ‘‘ Home.’ yong 
results.— Particulars as to terms, &c., on application to 
Chief Secretary, 259, Mare Street, Hackney. 

















A Specific Course of Treatment is 
Administered at 
tak 4 SANATORIUM. 
Short t - D'stinctive Features. Beau- 

tiful = ‘Seciuced House and Grounds. 

Modified Restraint. Resident Medical 

Su rapa nt. Dlustrated booklet, terms 

of Mr. Stark, Norwood 
‘ood, 8.E. 








S. FISHER, 188, Strand. 


eer gereetereee 


Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99. 


| BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREA T, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering from ap | 
and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, Ever ue, 
secluded “es of the country, 1} hours from street, 
| about feet above sea-level; 10$ acres grounds. 
Heated 4 hot-water ——— Electric light throughout. 
Healthy em) a = recreation. Workshops, Poultry 








— 2 , Cricket, Tennis, Golf, Library, Music, 
lliards, Dark m. for Photography, ke. bey = may 
poo under the Acts or privately. Terms: 1}-3 Guineas, 


Electric Light and Heat Baths, &c.—Apply to 
Resipent Mepicau Sevamueneane or SECRETARY. 


Ff ato SOCIETY’S GARDENS, 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Sundays), 
from 9 a. until sunset. Admission 1s., Mondays 6d. 

always 6d. Ladies or gentlemen may be elected 
— of the . Entrance fee £5. Annual sub- 
ion £3, or composition fee £35.—For particulars apply 

e SECRETARY, , Hanover-square, W. 


ASKELYNE’S NEW HOME OF 








ya St. George’s Hall, adjoining the Queen’s 
Hall.—_THE COMING G RA’ , founded nao sy Lytton’s 
weird novel, Nace a and sta: ical effects. Every 


Eve x at’ 8.20 Be ys me pe Saturdays, at 
2. 50. Brcocdicl a om 2.30 by a ie baillinnt display of Ani- 
mated ore 


BRAND'S 
| Al 
SOUPS. 


Of all Descriptions. 
Finest Quality only. 
Sold everywhere. 
BRAND & CO., Ltd., MAYFAIR, W. 
An admirable Food of the 


EPPS’S 


Finest quality and flavour. 


COCOA 


Nutritious and Economical, 
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